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California  State  Library 


Prohibition  Amendment 

and 

Official  Argument 
Against  Its 
Adoption 


The  Proposed  Amendment 


The  people  of  the  State  of  California  do  enact 
as  follows: 

Article  I  of  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of 
California  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  thereto 
two  new  sections,  to  be  numbered  respectively 
Section  26  and  Section  27,  in  the  following  words: 

Section  26.  The  manufacture,  the  sale,  the  giv- 
ing away,  or  the  transportation  from  one  point 
within  the  State  to  another  point  within  the 
State,  of  intoxicating  liquor,  is  prohibited.  Any 
citizen  of  the  State  may,  in  his  or  her  own  name, 
maintain  an  action  of  injunction  in  the  county 
where  the  violation  occurs,  to  restrain  such  viola- 
tion, provided,  however,  that  to  any  criminal 
or  civil  prosecution  for  violation  of  this  prohibi- 
tion it  shall  be  a  defense  if  it  be  shown  that 
the  liquor  in  question  was  being  manufactured, 
used,  sold,  given  away,  or  transported,  for 
medicinal,  scientific,  mechanical  or  sacramental 
purposes.  The  manufacture,  sale,  giving  or  trans- 
portation of  such  liquors  for  medicinal,  scientific, 
mechanical,  or  sacramental  purposes  shall  be 
regulated  by  law.  Any  person  violating  any  pro- 
vision of  this  section  shall  be  fined  for  a  first 
offense  not  less  than  $100,  nor  more  than  $1000, 
and  for  a  second  offense  shall  be  fined  not  less 
than  $200  nor  more  than  $2500,  and  imprisoned 
in  the  county  jail  not  less  than  thirty  days,  nor 
more  than  one  year,  provided,  however,  that  ad- 
ditional penalties  may  be  imposed  by  law. 

Section  27.  The  transportation  into  the  Sta»« 
of  intoxicating  liquor,  unless  it  be  shown  to  be 
for  medicinal,   scientific,   mechanical,  or  sacra- 


mental  purposes,  is  prohibited,  subject,  however, 
to  the  laws  of  the  United  States  relating  thereto. 
Any  person  violating  any  provision  of  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  fined  for  a  first  offense  not  less  than 
$100  nor  more  than  $1000,  and  for  a  second  offense 
shall  be  fined  not  less  than  $200  nor  more  than 
$2500,  and  imprisoned  in  the  county  jail  not  less 
than  thirty  days,  nor  more  than  one  year,  pro- 
vided, however,  that  additional  penalties  may  be 
imposed  by  law. 


Digest  of  Amendment  Made  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  the 
Official  Ballot 

PROHIBITION.  Initiative  Amendment 
adding  Sections  26  and  27  to  Article  I  of 
Constitution.  Prohibits  the  manufacture, 
sale,  gift,  or  transportation  wholly  within 
the  State,  of  intoxicating  liquor;  permits 
any  citizen  to  enjoin  violations;  makes  the 
showing  that  the  manufacture,  use,  sale,  gift 
or  transportation  was  for  medicinal,  scien- 
tific, mechanical  or  sacramental  purposes,  a 
defense  to  civil  and  criminal  actions,  and  re- 
quires regulation  by  law  of  such  acts  for 
said  purposes;  prohibits  transportation  into 
this  State  of  intoxicating  liquor,  unless 
shown  to  be  for  such  purposes,  subject,  how- 
ever, to  United  States  laws;  prescribes  and 
authorizes  penalties. 


Official  Argument  Against 
The  Amendment 


There  are  three  objections  to  this  amend- 
ment : 

First. — Prohibition  is  contrary  to  sound 
political  principles.  The  best  government, 
as  all  authorities  agree,  is  that  which  most 
liberally  lets  its  citizens  alone,  constrain- 
ing them  in  nowise  inconsistent  with  com- 
mon sense  ideas  of  perfect  freedom.  Polit- 
ical science  teaches  that  reform  to  be  effec- 
tive must  be  temperate.  Nothing  ever  re- 
mains of  any  artificial  reform  except  what 
was  ripe  in  the  conscience  of  the  masses. 
The  unripeness  of  total  abstinence  i6  evident 
from  the  failure  of  prohibition  in  Maine, 
Kansas,  Georgia  and  other  States  where  it 
is  at  once  a  scandal  and  a  farce. 

Second. — Prohibition  is  immoral  and  con- 
trary to  the  teachings  of  religion  and 
physiological  science.  A  form  of  intoler- 
ance, it  substitutes  enmities  and  hatreds  for 
peace  and  good-will,  the  foundations  of  the 
soundest  morality.  It  breeds  general  demor- 
alization, since  wherever  it  is  enacted  moon- 
shine distilleries,  little  kitchen  breweries 
and  hidden  wine  presses  flourish ;  the  spy 
system,  most  mischievous  of  all  govern- 


mental  agencies,  is  established,  and  officials 
are  corrupted  by  law-breakers  as  always 
where  laws  are  not  sanctioned  by  a  heart- 
felt and  vigilant  public  sentiment.  Further, 
prohibition  is  immoral  in  that  it  breeds  in- 
tellectual dishonesty  among  its  advocates. 
Consider  their  sweeping  assertion  that  even 
moderate  drinking  causes  disease  and  leads 
to  vice.  Scientists  gathered  from  all  coun- 
tries at  the  Physiological  Congress  in  Cam- 
bridge affirmed  officially  that  alcohol  "sup- 
plies energy  like  all  common  articles  of 
food,  and  that  it  is  physiologically  incorrect 
to  designate  it  as  a  poison,"  also,  that  "there 
is  nothing  to  show  that  a  moderate  daily 
use  of  alcohol  in  any  kind  of  beverage  may 
not  be  beneficial  to  health." 

Third. — Prohibition  in  California,  especi- 
ally on  the  eve  of  the  Panama-Pacific  Inter- 
national Exposition,  and  of  the  Panama- 
California  Exposition  of  San  Diego,  would 
be  an  economic  blunder  of  colossal  propor- 
tions. Why  should  California  destroy  her 
great  wine  industry?  In  the  cultivation  of 
it  she  has  spent  enormous  sums  of  public 
money,  and  has  made  the  fostering  of  it  one 
of  the  duties  of  the  State  University. 

California  has  320,000  acres  devoted  to 
viticulture.  The  wine  industry  represents 
an  investment  of  $150,000,000,  yields  an- 
nually 530.000,000,  supports  75,000  persons. 
California  breweries   represent   an  invest- 


ment  of  $50,000,000,  distribute  annually 
$6,000,000  to  4,000  employees,  consume  an- 
nually $1,000,000  worth  of  California  barley, 
$175,000  worth  of  California  hops,  and 
$2,500,000  worth  of  other  essentials.  They 
pay  the  general  government  an  annual  rev- 
enue of  $1,350,000  and  about  the  same 
amount  to  towns  and  counties. 

In  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
liquors  282,000  persons  are  employed  and 
dependent. 

In  the  distribution  of  liquors  $10,000,000 
is  invested,  and  the  annual  license  tax  paid 
is  $3,000,000 

So  prohibition  would  not  only  destroy 
great  properties  and  industries,  impoverish 
thousands  of  families  and  increase  the  army 
of  the  unemployed,  but  it  would  substitute 
the  vilest  of  poisonous  concoctions  for  our 
pure  wines,  beers  and  brandies,  and  make 
every  taxpayer  pay  the  cost  of  the  indus- 
trial cataclysm.  And  to  what  end?  Pro- 
hibition has  been  a  failure  wherever  the 
hobby  has  been  given  the  dignity  of  legal 
sanction. 

Do  the  prohibitionists  believe,  as  they  say, 
that  the  race  is  dying?  Mankind  has  been 
drinking  thousands  of  years;  never  so 
moderately  as  now;  and  Professor  Muen- 
sterberg,  greatest  living  psychologist,  holds 


that  alcoholic  stimulants  are  essential  to 
great  achievement.  Drunkenness  is  deplor- 
able, but  it  has  been  steadily  declining  for 
one  hundred  years  without  the  aid  of  pro- 
hibition. 

VOTE  "NO". 

WILLIAM  SCHULDT, 

Secy.  California  State  Brewers'  Assn., 
318  Humboldt  Bank  Bldg.,  San  Francisco. 
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DESTRUCTION  OF  KANSAS 


The  Distillers'  Association  is  sending  out  a  nci 
argument  against  prohibition.  It  says  that  prohibit 
tioii  "ruined  the  grape  industry  in  Kansas."  I 
claims  that  in  the  eighties  this  industry  was  ov<  V 
$200,000  per  year,  and  it  is  estimated  at  less  tha  aj 
$25,000  now.  cc 

The  grape  industry  wasn't  the  only  industl  91 
ruined  by  prohibition.  to 

There  was  the  mint  industry.  Prohibition  kilU  ig 
the  mint  julep,  hence  no  more  demand  f<  as 

mint  except  in  a  few  homes  where  they  made  miller 
sauce  for  spring  lamb  dressing.  jr( 

Then  there  was  the  blow  to  the  egg  industr 
Men  no  longer  use  eggs  for  eggnog,  since  the  eg| 
nog  departed.  When  prohibition  came  the  he: 
had  been  doing  their  best  in  their  free  way  to  kei 
the  egg  industry  alive  and  you  could  get  eggs  f< 
8  cents  a  dozen.  Since  prohibition  hit  the  egg  * 
dustry  you  have  to  pay  2  cents  apiece  for  egj 
Prohibition  took  the  life  out  of  the  hens.  They  ( 
not  seem  to  have  anything  to  cackle  about  sim 
the  saloon  left  us. 

A  man  over  in  the  eastern  part  of  the  state  us<  re 
to  make  roulette  wheels     He  was  a  fine  cabiiu  I 
maker  and  the  wheels  he  turned  out  for  roulet  T 
and  other  games  of  chance  were  mounted  wil 
ivory  and  mother  of  pearl.     Prohibition  killed  tt 
industry  also. 

In  fact,  prohibition  has  killed  about  every  indui  B< 
try  in  Kansas  except  the  raising  of  wheat  and  col 
and  alfalfa  and  fruit  and  livestock:  potatoes  a 
peas  and  cabbages  and  "garden  sass;"  chickens  a 
ducks  and  geese,  and  horses  and  mules 

It  busted  up  many  of  our  most  prominent  gai 
biers,  paralyzed  the  beer  gardens  and  absolut< 
killed  the  Bartenders'  Union. 

Prohibition  has  left  very  little  of  Kansas  excq 
the  growing  crops  in  her  fields,  the  stock  in  h 
stock  pens,  the  dreary  round  of  work,  work,  woi 
work  in  her  factories  and  stores  and  other  indttlftt 
tries.  It  has  left  us  little  to  do  in  hours  of  leisu 
except  to  fall  in  love,  to  get  married,  send  our  ch 
dren  to  school,  go  abroad  occasionally,  join  tl 
church  when  we  feel  like  it,  run  into  each  oth 
with  expensive  automobiles  and  store  our  mom 
away  in  dusty  bank  vaults,  instead  of  giving  it 
cheerful  gentlemen  with  white  aprons  who  used  1 
stand  in  front  of  cut  glass  bars  and  say  infr 
quently,  "This  is  one  on  the  house." 

Where  once  the  thriving  business  of  the  salo 


nt  the  clamorous  odor  of  its  prosperity  out  upon 
e  sidewalk  and  clear  across  the  street,  we  find 
thing  but  shoe  stores,  clothing  stores,  dry-goods 
^res,  meat  markets,  grocery  stores,  and  other  sor- 
i  activities  of  an  unhappy  people. 
Where  once  you  saw  long  lines  of  men  on  Satur- 
y  night  going    joyfully  into    rooms    where  the 
iors  always  swung  in,  never  out,  where  there  was 
wdust  on  the  floor  and  a  merry  crowd  standing 
ound  the  mahogany  bar;  where  they  were  treat- 
I  g  all  around  and  a  man  could  get  his  salary  check 
I  shed  and  spend  it  right  there  on  his  boon  com- 
mons, and  then  go    enthusiastically    home  and 
eak  up  the  furniture  and  give  his  wife  a  black 
e;  instead  of  all  these  manifestations  of  a  care- 
;e  people  which  characterized  the  saloon  day,  we 
slw  have  nothing  but  gloom.    We  see  men  going 
'illietly  into  the  butcher  shop  or  grocery  store,  or 
ilfpartment  store  to  get  their  weekly  salary  checks 
ijlshed  and  then  going  moodily  home  with  shoes 
l|r  the  children  and  beefsteak  for  supper  and  the 
fiings  for  a  heavy  Sunday  dinner  the  next  day,  and 
iBu  know,  instinctively,  that  there  will  be  no  hilar- 
\Wr  in  that  home  that  night  and  nothing  to  cheer  the 
iljes  of  these  people  except  such  sober  activities  as 
3 [other  may  introduce  into  the  family  circle. 
•■[There  is  nothing  in  that  family  to  look  forward  to 
iiBcept  a    comfortable  Sunday    dinner  and  maybe 
j  urch  in  the  morning  and  Sunday  school,  possibly 
decorous  ride  around  town  in  the  family  automo- 
I  le  in  the  afternoon. 

I  Then  Monday  they  begin  the  same  round  all  over 
ain  and  spend  the  next  week  doing  nothing  but 

I  jrking  and  playing  and  riding  and  eating  and 
:eping  and  buying  new  clothes  and  taking  music 

I   d  overfeeding  each  other  at  dinner  and  during  the 

a  elong  week  father  never  comes  home  and  breaks 
the  door  with  a  warhoop  and  goes  smashing  up 

^   e  furniture,  or  caressing  mother  with  his  doubled 

Ii  fist  and  kicking  little  Tommy  just  to  see  what 
)mmy  would  do,  and  doing  other  things  to  show 
e  pride  of  strong  manhood  that  used  to  be  in  him 
the  days  before  prohibition  came  and  killed  ev- 
ything  in  Kansas. 

And  yet  there  are  some  who  are  asking  other 
ates  to  ruin  themselves  in  this  absurd,  dreary  way. 
From  Henry  J.  Allen's  Wichita  (Kans.)  Beacon. 
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The  Proposed  Amendment 


The  people  of  the  State  of  California  do  enact 
as  follows: 

Article  I  of  the  Constitution  of  the  State  •< 
California  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  thereta 
two  new  sections,  to  be  numbered  respectively 
Section  26  and  Section  27,  in  the  following  words: 

Section  26.  The  manufacture,  the  sale,  the  giv- 
ing away,  or  the  transportation  from  one  point 
within  the  State  to  another  point  within  the 
State,  of  intoxicating  liquor,  is  prohibited.  Any 
citizen  of  the  Stale  may,  in  his  or  her  own  name, 
maintain  an  action  of  injunction  in  the  county 
where  the  violation  occurs,  to  restrain  such  viola- 
tion, provided,  however,  that  to  any  criminal 
or  civil  prosecution  for  violation  of  this  prohibi- 
tion it  shall  be  a  defense  if  it  be  shown  that 
the  liquor  in  question  was  being  manufactured, 
used,  sold,  given  away,  or  transported,  for  ' 
medicinal,  scientific,  mechanical  or  sacramental 
purposes.  The  manufacture,  sale,  giving  or  trans- 
portation of  such  liquors  for  medicinal,  scientific, 
mechanical,  or  sacramental  purposes  shall  be  m 
regulated  by  law.  Any  person  violating  any  pro- 
vision of  this  section  shall  be  fined  for  a  first 
offense  not  less  than  $100,  nor  more  than  $1000, 
and  for  a  second  offense  shall  be  fined  not  less 
than  $200  nor  more  than  $2500,  and  imprisoned 
in  the  county  jail  not  less  than  thirty  days,  nor 
more  than  one  year,  provided,  however,  that  ad- 
ditional penalties  may  be  imposed  by  law. 

Section  27.  The  transportation  into  the  State 
of  intoxicating  liquor,  unless  it  be  shown  to  he 
for  medicinal,   scientific,   mechanical,  or  sacra- 


_ 


mental  purposes,  is  prohibited,  subject,  however, 
to  the  laws  of  the  United  States  relating  thereto. 
Any  person  violating  any  provision  of  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  fined  for  a  first  offense  not  less  than 
$100  nor  more  than  $1000,  and  for  a  second  offense 
shall  be  fined  not  less  than  $200  nor  more  than 
$2500,  and  imprisoned  in  the  county  jail  not  less 
than  thirty  days,  nor  more  than  one  year,  pro- 
vided, however,  that  additional  penalties  may  be 
imposed  by  law. 


Digest  of  Amendment  Made  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  the 
Official  Ballot 

PROHIBITION.  Initiative  Amendment 
adding  Sections  26  and  27  to  Article  I  of  ' 
Constitution.  Prohibits  the  manufacture, 
sale,  gift,  or  transportation  wholly  within 
the  State,  of  intoxicating  liquor;  permits 
any  citizen  to  enjoin  violations;  makes  the 
showing  that  the  manufacture,  use,  sale,  gift 
or  transportation  was  for  medicinal,  scien- 
tific, mechanical  or  sacramental  purposes,  a 
defense  to  civil  and  criminal  actions,  and  re- 
quires regulation  by  law  of  such  acts  for 
said  purposes;  prohibits  transportation  into 
this  State  of  intoxicating  liquor,  unless 
shown  to  be  for  such  purposes,  subject,  how- 
ever, to  United  States  laws;  prescribes  and 
authorizes  penalties. 


Official  Argument  Against 
The  Amendment 


There  are  three  objections  to  this  amend- 
ment : 

First. — Prohibition  is  contrary  to  sound 
political  principles.  The  best  government, 
as  all  authorities  agree,  is  that  which  most 
liberally  lets  its  citizens  alone,  constrain- 
ing them  in  nowise  inconsistent  with  com- 
mon sense  ideas  of  perfect  freedom.  Polit- 
ical science  teaches  that  reform  to  be  effec- 
tive must  be  temperate.  Nothing  ever  re- 
mains of  any  artificial  reform  except  what 
was  ripe  in  the  conscience  of  the  masses. 
The  unripeness  of  total  abstinence  i6  evident 
from  the  failure  of  prohibition  in  Maine, 
Kansas,  Georgia  and  other  States  where  it 
is  at  once  a  scandal  and  a  farce. 

Second. — Prohibition  is  immoral  and  con- 
trary to  the  teachings  of  religion  and 
physiological  science.  A  form  of  intoler- 
ance, it  substitutes  enmities  and  hatreds  for 
peace  and  good-will,  the  foundations  of  the 
soundest  morality.  It  breeds  general  demor- 
alization, since  wherever  it  is  enacted  moon- 
shine distilleries,  little  kitchen  breweries 
and  hidden  wine  presses  flourish ;  the  spy 
system,  most  mischievous  of  all  govern- 


mental  agencies,  is  established,  and  ofhciais 
are  corrupted  by  law-breakers  as  always 
where  laws  are  not  sanctioned  by  a  heart- 
felt and  vigilant  public  sentiment.  Further, 
prohibition  is  immoral  in  that  it  breeds  in- 
tellectual dishonesty  among  its  advocates. 
Consider  their  sweeping  assertion  that  even 
moderate  drinking  causes  disease  and  leads 
to  vice.  Scientists  gathered  from  all  coun- 
tries at  the  Physiological  Congress  in  Cam- 
bridge affirmed  officially  that  alcohol  "sup- 
plies energy  like  all  common  articles  of 
food,  and  that  it  is  physiologically  incorrect 
to  designate  it  as  a  poison,"  also,  that  "there 
is  nothing  to  show  that  a  moderate  daily 
use  of  alcohol  in  any  kind  of  beverage  may 
not  be  beneficial  to  health." 

Third. — Prohibition  in  California,  especi- 
ally on  the  eve  of  the  Panama-Pacific  Inter- 
national Exposition,  and  of  the  Panama- 
California  Exposition  of  San  Diego,  would 
be  an  economic  blunder  of  colossal  propor- 
tions. Why  should  California  destroy  her 
great  wine  industry?  In  the  cultivation  of 
it  she  has  spent  enormous  sums  of  public 
money,  and  has  made  the  fostering  of  it  one 
of  the  duties  of  the  State  University. 

California  has  320,000  acres  devoted  to 
viticulture.  The  wine  industry  represents 
an  investment  of  $150,000,000,  yields  an- 
nually $30,000,000,  supports  75,000  persons. 
California  breweries   represent  an  invest- 


ment  of  $50,000,000,  distribute  annually 
$6,000,000  to  4,000  employees,  consume  an- 
nually $1,000,000  worth  of  California  barley, 
$175,000  worth  of  California  hops,  and 
$2,500,000  worth  of  other  essentials.  They 
pay  the  general  government  an  annual  rev- 
enue of  $1,350,000  and  about  the  same 
amount  to  towns  and  counties. 

In  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
liquors  282,000  persons  are  employed  and 
dependent. 

In  the  distribution  of  liquors  $10,000,000 
is  invested,  and  the  annual  license  tax  paid 
is  $3,000,000 

So  prohibition  would  not  only  destroy 
great  properties  and  industries,  impoverish 
thousands  of  families  and  increase  the  army 
of  the  unemployed,  but  it  would  substitute 
the  vilest  of  poisonous  concoctions  for  our 
pure  wines,  beers  and  brandies,  and  make 
every  taxpayer  pay  the  cost  of  the  indus- 
trial cataclysm.  And  to  what  end?  Pro- 
hibition has  been  a  failure  wherever  the 
hobby  has  been  given  the  dignity  of  legal 
sanction. 

Do  the  prohibitionists  believe,  as  they  say, 
that  the  race  is  dying?  Mankind  has  been 
drinking  thousands  of  years ;  never  so 
moderately  as  now;  and  Professor  Muen- 
sterberg,  greatest  living  psychologist,  holds 


that  alcoholic  stimulants  are  essential  to 
great  achievement.  Drunkenness  is  deplor- 
able, but  it  has  been  steadily  declining  for 
one  hundred  years  without  the  aid  of  pro- 
hibition. 

VOTE  "NO". 

WILLIAM  SCHULDT, 

Secy.  California  State  Brewers'  Assn., 
318  Humboldt  Bank  Bldg.,  San  Francisco. 
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BUY  THEM  WITH  NICKELS 
AND  THEY  WILL  FILL  YOUR 
COFFERS  WITH  DOLLARS 


Sworn  Statement  of  the  Man  Who 
Heard  This  Infamous  Suggestion 
of  a  Liquor  Seller. 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  R.  H.  WALLACE. 

STATE  OF  OHIO  I  oc 


Boss  County  | 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  Wilbur  G. 
Hyde,  Notary  Public,  in  and  for  Ross  county, 
one  Robert  Wallace,  who,  being  duly  sworn 

according  to  law,  deposes  and  says: 

That  on  or  about  the  fourteenth  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, in  the  year  1874,  he  was  present  in 
Wirthwein's  Hall,  Columbus.  Ohio,  at  a  meet- 
ing where  representatives  of  the  liquor  dealers 
were  present  discussing  their  plans. 

At  that  meeting  one  of  the  representatives 
of  the  liquor  interests  spoke  on  matters  of  in* 
kerest  to  the  saloon  business  and  its  success. 
Jlc  closed  the  statement  with  substantially 
these  words*  X 

"The  success  of  our  business  is  dependent 
largely  upon  the  creation  of  appetite  for  drink. 
Men  who  drink  liquor,  like  others,  will  die, 
and  if  there  is  no  new  appetite  created  our 
counters  will  be  empty,  as  well  as  our  coffers. 
Our  Children  will  go  hungry,  or  we  must 
ch  nge  our  business  to  that  of  some  other 
more  remunerative. 

'The  open  field  for  the  creation  of  appetite 
is  among  the  boys.  After  men  have  grown 
and  their  habits  are  formed,  they  rarely  ever 
change  in  this  regard,  and  I  make  the  sug-  I 
gestion,  gentlemen,  that  nickels  expended  in 
treats  to  the  boys  now  will  return  in  dollars  i 
to  your  tills  after  the  appetite  has  been 
formed. ' ' 


Affiant  further  says  that  he  made  a  record 
)f  the  statement  in  his  note  book  at  the  time. 
Further  deponent  says  not. 
[Signed)  B-  H.  WALLACE. 

Sworn  to  before  me  and  subscribed  in  my 
presence  this  sixteenth  day  of  December,  A.  D., 
L907. 

Signed)  WILBUR  G.  HYDE. 


CERTIFICATE  OF  W.  B.  WHEELER. 


Wayne  B.  Wheeler,  Esq.,  Superintendent  and 
Attorney  of  the  Ohio  State  Anti-Saloon 
League,  Makes  The  Following  Statement 
Rejecting  Mr.  Wallace. 


The  affiant,  R.  H.  Wallace,  at  the  time  of 
aid  meeting  in  Wirthwein's  Hall,  which  he 
lersonally  attended,  was  pastor  of  a  prominent 
ihurch  in  the  city  of  Columbus.  He  is  now  a 
uperannuated  member  of  the  Ohio  Conference 
if  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church.  For  a 
lumber  of  years  he  has  lectured  extensively 
or  the  Farmers'  Institute  of  the  State,  and 
las  not  hesitated  everywhere  in  his  lectures  to 
piote  the  utterances  made  by  a  representative 
if  the  Liquor  Dealers'  Association,  and  no  par- 
icular  diligence  would  have  been  required  for 
he  liquor  dealers  to  have  learned  the  above 
acts  long  ago. 

W.  B.  WHEELER, 
For  years  the  liquor  men  have  denied 
hat  the  above  suggestion  was  ever  made  in 
ne  of  their  meetings,  but  the  sworn  statement 
f  Mr.  Wallace  settles  that  question  for  all 
ime.  And  this  infamous  suggestion  is  in  per- 
ect  harmony  with  the  conduct  of  liquor  men 
ill  over  the  nation.  They  are  constantly  em- 
ploying every  hellish  device,  every  diabolical 
nethod  their  depraved  minds  can  conceive  to 
nsnare  and  ruin  our  coming  manhood. 
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A  Plain  State- 
ment oi  Facts 
About  Prohibi- 
tion Amend- 
ments Nos.  1 
and  2. 


The  prohibitionists  tell  us  that  they  have 
put  up  prohibition  in  two  different  packages. 

In  one  they  tell  us  that  we  can  have  total 
prohibition,  while  in  the  other  we  can  eliminate 
the  saloon,  or  public  drinking  place,  as  they 
politely  add. 

Now,  let  us  see  just  what  these  amendments 
are.  They  have  been  on  file  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  since  last  Fall,  but  like  most  of 
these  legal  matters  the  busy  voter  does  not 
endeavor  to  study  them  thoroughly  until  just 
before  the  time  he  goes  to  the  booth  on  election 
day. 

Before  the  end  of  October  every  voter  in  the 
state  will  receive  a  pamphlet  containing  these 
amendments  in  full,  with  the  official  arguments 
thereon.  As  these  amendments  are  filled  with 
legal  verbiage  and  other  technical  constructions 
which  may  or  may  not  confuse  the  voter,  we 
would  like  at  this  time  to  give  you  a  good,  com- 
mon-sense explanation  of  both  of  them. 

We  first  will  start  with  what  will  be  officially 
known  as  Amendment  24  to  the  Constitution 
but  which  appears  as  No.  1  in  the  fourth  col- 
umn of  the  November  ballot. 

This  amendment  is  the  most  drastic  form  of 
prohibition  that  could  be  submitted  to  the 
voters  of  any  State.  It  is  in  a  measure  sim- 
ilar to  the  proposition  which  was  defeated  two 
years  ago  by  169,245  votes.  That,  however, 
did  not  feaze  th«  prohibitionists,  who  come 
right  back  at  us  with  the  same  law  and  add  to 
it  one  a  little  worse.  They  tell  us  that  Cali- 
fornia was  not  ripe  for  prohibition  two  years 
ago,  admitting  that  their  law  was  a  little  severe 
because  it  would  have  gone  into  effect  within 
five  days  after  the  votes  were  counted. 

This  Number  One  Amendment,  they  now 
tell  us,  will  go  into  effect  in  January,  1920, 
which  is  scarecly  over  three  years  from  the  time 
on  which  it  is  to  be  voted  upon.  This  law 
absolutely  forbids  the  manufacture,  sale  or 
possession  or  transportation  into  or  within  the 
STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA  of  any  wines, 
beers  or  other  liquors.  It  is  unlike  the  pro- 
hibition laws  of  any  other  State  with  the  excep- 
tion the  State  of  Arizona,  where  they  even 
go  so  far  as  to  prohibit  wines  for  Sacramental 
purposes:  but,  nevertheless,  in  Arizona  indiv- 
iduals can  take  into  the  State  as  much  as  they 
can  carry.  It  is  unlike  the  laws  of  Arkansas, 
Maine,  Kansas,  North  Dakota  and  Virginia, 
which- are  technically  Dry,  but  which  allow  the 
importation  of  liquor  in  any  quantity  for  per* 
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sonal  use.  It  is  unlike  the  laws  of  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Washington  and  West 
Virginia,  which  permit  any  resident  of  the 
state  to  buy  liquor  in  limited  quantities  for 
personal  use. 

It  is  what  the  Dry  orators  tell  you  is  a  "pig- 
tight"  law,  but,  of  course,  that  makes  provision 
for  the  .  "blind  pig,"  with  which  ,every  pro- 
hibition State  is  infested.  Of  course,  they  put 
plenty  of  penalties  on  the  "blind  pig,"  but 
nevertheless  we  know  that  the  history  of  every 
prohibition  state  and  every  Dry  territory  is 
one  story  of  crime  and  debauchery  attributed 
to  the  "blind  pig."  Tell  a  man  that  he  cannot 
have  what  he  wants  and  he  is  going  to  get  it 
anyway.  He  will  go  to  further  extremes  to 
secure  liquor  than  he  would  were  he  to  have 
the  licensed  bar,  the  licensed  restaurant,  the 
licensed  cafe,  and  have  the  privilege  of  going 
to  his  grocery  store  or  family  liquor  store  and 
getting  wine  or  beer  for  his  family  table. 

So  much  for  the  first  amendment.  If  we 
want  absolute  legal  prohibition,  which  brings 
with  it  the  disruption  of  our  law-abiding  gov- 
ernments, we  have  it  in  Number  One  on  the 
ballot. 

It  is  concerning  the  Second  Amendment, 
however,  that  the  greatest  alarm  is  felt  in  Cali- 
fornia and  over  which  the  greatest  misunder- 
standing, misrepresentation  and  eonfusion 
exist. 

We  have  been  advised  in  the  prohibition 
press  that  if  we  do  not  feel  that  California 
should  adopt  total  prohibition  we  have  the 
convenience  of  passing  judgment  upon  the 
saloon.  We  will  see,  now,  what  kind  of  a 
saloon-closing  law  our  Dry  friends  have  offered 
us. 

The  first  section  tells  us  that  after  January 
1st,  1918,  no  alcoholic  liquor  shall  be  kept, 
given  away  or  sold  in  any  saloon,  dram  shop, 
(there  are  no  dram  shops  in  this  country  so  far 
as  we  have  learned.  Dram  shops  exist  only  in 
Norway,  Sweden  and  Denmark.  They  are 
little  holes  in  the  wall,  with  a  rough  board  for 
a  bar,  at  which  people  can  get  the  highly  spirit- 
uous liquors  which  are  sold  separate  and  apart 
from  the  beers  and  wines  of  those  countries), 
dive  (of  a  course,  a  prohibitionist  would  not  be 
content  if  he  could  not  use  the  word  "dive." 
We  are  surprised,  however,  that  they  did  not  in- 
clude a  few  more  favorite  terms,  such  as  "dead- 


fall,"  "grog  shop,"  "rum  joint,"  and  a  few 
other  favorite  appellations),  store,  hotel, 
restaurant,  cafe,  club,  dance  hall,  or  other  place 
of  public  resort.  It  goes  on  to  exclude  drug 
stores  and  places  were  liquor  may  be  manu- 
factured and  then  states  that  no  liquor  shall  be 
sold  or  given  away  on  or  in  any  street,  alley, 
park  or  public  place. 

This  is  a  fine  saloon  law.  We  see  here  that 
it  includes  the  saloon  sure  enough,  but  adds  to 
it  the  grocery  store,  the  family  liquor  store,  the 
wholesale  house,  the  hotel,  restaurant,  the  cafe 
and  the  private  club.  This,  we  see,  includes 
every  place  in  California  where  a  person  may 
enjoy  the  privilege  of  having  a  glass  of  wine  or 
a  glass  of  beer  with  his  meals. 

Were  it  the  law  that  the  prohibitionists  tell 
us  it  is,  it  would  stop  with  the  word  "saloon" 
and  not  carry  with  it  our  family  liquor  stores, 
our  hotels  and  restaurants,  which  serve  our 
families  California  wines  and  beers,  nor  would 
it  take  our  clubs,  which  are  made  of  our  best 
citizens  ranking  from  our  working  men's  organ- 
izations to  our  business,  professional  and  fra- 
ternal organizations,  about  which  we  dare  say 
nobody  but  the  most  bigoted  fanatic  can  find 
cause  to  complain. 

The  law  does  not  stop  by  prohibiting  all  of 
these  places  from  handling  liquor  in  any  man- 
ner whatsoever,  but  it  goes  a  step  further  and 
states  that  any  person,  firm,  corporation,  or 
association  which  owns  or  manages  any  of 
these  places  shall  not  permit  the  drinking  of 
any  alcoholic  liquor  on  the  premises.  This 
takes  in  with  a  broad  sweep  the  drug  stores, 
which,  in  many  states  have  convenient  "blind 
tiger"  bar  attachments  either  in  the  back  room 
or  the  basement. 

Here  is  what  it  would  do  to  the  person,  or 
persons,  responsible  for  any  drinking  in  the 
premises.  Suppose  that  when  this  law  would 
become  effective,  if  adopted,  the  corner 
grocery  or  the  liquor  store  or  the  saloon 
would  have  on  hand  any  stock  of  undisposed 
liquors,  it  would  make  Mr.  Grocer,  Mr.  Retailer, 
Mr.  Wholesaler  and  Mr.  Saloonman,  Mr. 
Restaurant-keeper  or  Mr.  Hotelman  liable  to 
prosecution  and  subject  to  a  fine  of  One  Thous- 
and Dollars  or  one  year  in  jail,  or  both 

Suppose,  for  instance  that  we  were  to  go 
upon  the  public  road,  or  the  public  park,  and 
have  with  us  a  bottle  of  wine  or  beer  Sup- 
pose that  we  were  to  have  a  party  of  friends 


on  our  little  picnic  and  would  desire  a  beverage 
with  our  meal.  It  not  only  would  make  us 
liable  to  a  fine  of  One  Thousand  Dollars  or  one 
year  in  the  county  jail,  or  both,  but  it  would 
hold  the  managers  or  persons  responsible  for 
this  public  park  or  public  road  also  responsible. 
Perhaps  a  vigorous  prosecuting  attorney  in  a 
Dry  state  might  want  to  go  so  far  as  to  throw 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  jail  should  we 
drink  on  the  public  road.  Perhaps  they  would 
prosecute  our  park  commissioners  or  our 
city  trustees,  who  are  responsible  for  the 
parks  and  streets. 

Don't  think  for  a  minute  that  this  is  over- 
drawing the  point,  because  we  have  found  in 
this,  as  well  as  other  states  that  there  is  no 
extreme  too  distant  for  the  prohibitionist  to 
apply  in  carrying  out  the  laws  which  he  stands 
for. 

To  show,  for  example:  There  was  a 
case  in  San  Bernardino  County  not  a  great 
while  ago,  which  is  Dry  under  the  Wyllie  law— 
and  the  Wyllie  law  is  somewhat  similar  to  this 
measure.  A  man  drove  up  in  front  of  a  winery 
and  saw  the  wine-maker  in  the  doorway.  He 
asked  the  wine  man  to  send  him  five 
gallons  of  similar  claret  to  that  previously 
delivered.  The  wine  man  told  him  allright. 
First  thing  the  wine  maker  knew  he  was  hauled 
into  court  and  fined  the  limit.  He  had  been 
guilty  of  taking  an  order  outside  of  his  place 
of  business,  even  though  it  was  on  the  edge  of 
the  sidewalk  in  front  of  his  winery.  He  was 
furthermore  told  that  if  he  did  it  again  he 
would  be  thrown  into  jail  and  put  out  of 
business. 

Going  onto  the  third  section  of  our  neat 
little  so-called  saloon-closing  law,  we  find  that 
after  January  1st,  1918,  no  winery  or  brewery 
or  other  manufacturer  can  sell  any  liquor  or 
solicit  any  order  for  liquor  outside  of  his  man- 
facturing  plant. 

Anybody  familar  with  any  kind  of  business 
knows  that  without  a  means  of  selling  or  dis- 
tributing no  business  can  exist.  It  would  be 
impossible  for  the  winery  or  brewery  to  have 
agents  in  any  community.  They  could  not 
even  solicit  orders  by  advertisement,  nor  by 
letter,  nor  by  travelling  or  local  representa- 
tives. It  would  be  up  to  the  customer  to,  in 
some  manner  or  other,  locate  the  winery  or 
brewery  and  send  the  order  direct. 

This  is  the  section  which  adds  the  body  blow 
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to  our  great  viticultural,  hop,  barley  and  malting 
industries  in  California.  It  would  take  away 
the  means  of  doing  business  from  every  winery 
and  brewery  in  the  State  of  California  and  we 
know  when  they  cannot  do  business  they  can- 
not exist.  It  would  close  them  up  just  as 
quickly  as  the  other  law,  in  fact,  more  so, 
because  this  law  would  go  into  effect  January 
1st,  1918 — just  13  months  and  23  days  from 
the  time  it  would  be  voted  on  by  the  people. 

Now,  let  us  continue  to  study  this  law.  It 
tells  us  that  the  brewery  or  winery  could  manu- 
facture to  its  heart's  content,  but  it  could  not 
solicit  its  orders;  but  if  a  stray  order  did  find 
its  way  to  the  winery  or  brewery  it  could  sell 
in  quantities  of  not  less  than  2  gallons  and 
right  here  is  the  way  they  would  have  to  sell  it. 

First:  To  common  carriers  (railroad  and 
steamship  lines  and  possibly  a  few  stage  lines 
recognized  as  common  carriers)  for  shipment 
to  the  purchaser. 

Second:  To  pharmacists  at  their  pharm- 
acies (we  notice  that  they  always  leave  the 
loop-hole  for  the  blind-pig  drug  store,  and  all 
one  needs  to  do  is  to  visit  Oregon  and  Washing- 
ton and  notice  the  way  drug  stores  have  sprung 
up  like  mushrooms  since  those  states  have 
adopted  their  prohibition  laws). 

Third;  To  the  permanent  residences  of 
purchasers. 

Here  is  what  a  permanent  residence  is  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  California — one  year 
in  the  State,  90  days  in  the  county  and  30 
days  in  the  precinct.  If  we  should  fulfill 
these  qualifications  and  manage  to  learn  the 
name  of  some  winery  or  brewery  we  then 
might  be  able  to  get  two  gallons  of  wine  or  beer. 

There  are  some  permanent  residents  of 
California  who,  while  regarded  under  existing 
laws  as  having  a  permanent  residence,  would 
not  be  among  those  privileged  to  obtain  liquor 
even,  under  the  provisions  of  this  law. 

For  instance:  The  man  who  lives  in  a 
hotel,  even  though  it  may  be  his  permanent 
residence,  could  not  get  wine  or  beer  or  other 
liquor,  because  the  hotel  is  one  of  the  places 
in  which  liquor  is  prohibited. 

In  many  of  our  cities  a  man's  club  is  his 
permanent  residence — yet  the  club  is  excluded 
from  letting  liquor  come  within  its  walls. 
The  man  who  may  live  in  a  lodging  house  is 
also  excluded  and  denied  this  privilege,  because 


lodging  houses  would  be  considered  as  "public 
places." 

The  resident  who  would  leave  his  home  and 
go  to  another  city  within  the  State  could  not 
have  the  customary  wine  or  beer  with  his 
meals,  because  he  would  be  without  the  con- 
fines of  his  permanent  home 

Let  us  pause  here  a  moment  and  see  what 
this  would  do  to  one  of  our  biggest  crops,  and 
that  is  the  tourist  crop. 

California  has  more  visitors  from  else- 
where than  any  other  state  in  the  Union 
for  its  size.  A  resident  of  another  state  coming 
here  would  be  told  that,  "Oh,  yes,  we  manu- 
facture the  finest  wines  in  the  world,  but  it  is 
not  for  you  to  taste  them.  You  are  not  a 
permanent  resident.  If  you  go  home  to  your 
state,  or  if  you  go  over  the  state  line,  then  you 
can  drink  to  your  heart's  content,  but  if  you 
take  one  little  sip  of  wine  or  beer  you  can  have 
the  pleasure  of  staying  with  us  in  one  of  our 
county  jails  for  a  year  and  of  paying  a  fine 
of  One  Thousand  Dollars,  or  both  penalties." 

Does  this  sound  like  the  old  California  hos- 
pitality famous  throughout  the  world  since 
the  days  of  the  Argonauts? 

Suppose,  for  instance,  that  an  Easterner 
comes  to  our  state  to  buy  wines  for  the  Eastern 
market.  He  may  go  to  the  winery,  get  prices 
on  their  stock  of  goods  and  have  the  bung- 
hole  of  each  barrel  opened  and  take  a  smell, 
but  he  must  not  sample  one  drop  of  wine. 
He  must  go  over  the  Nevada  state  line 
and  have  the  winery  send  him  a  sample 
of  two  gallons  He  then  can  taste  the 
different  wines  and  if  the  sample  suits  him  can 
make  his  purchase.  Imagine  a  winery 
doing  business  under  this  method.  The  wine 
men  tell  us  that  this  law  would  be  responsible 
for  closing  down  every  winery  in  the  State  of 
California  and  grubbing  up  every  wine  grape 
vine. 

Suppose,  now,  that  we  wanted  a  little 
brandy  to  keep  in  the  house  for  domestic  pur- 
poses. We  may  want  a  little  brandy  sauce 
with  our  Christmas  pudding  or  a  little  brandy 
to  put  in  the  mince  pie,  or  perhaps 
want  a  cordial  or  other  liquor  which  may  not 
be  made  in  our  State.  We  would  be  obliged 
to  send  outside  of  the  State  for  this  and  get 
a  two-gallon  cask,  even  though  we  had  use 
for  only  a  tablespoonful. 

In  speaking  of  two-gallon  quantities  let  us, 
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call  attention  to  a  gross  discrimination 
between  the  rich  and  the  poor,  in  this  law. 
The  rich  man  may  buy  to  his  heart's  content. 
He  can  stock  up  a  wine  cellar  with  an  unlimited 
supply.  The  poor  man,  however,  perhaps  may 
not  have  a  permanent  residence.  There  are 
more  migratory  workers  in  California  than  per- 
haps most  any  other  state  in  the  Union.  Our 
men  and  women  who  work  on  the  farms  are 
in  one  place  one  season  and  in  another  the  next. 
They,  perhaps,  have  no  permanent  residence. 
They  would  be  denied  the  privilege  of  having 
their  glass  of  wine  or  their  glass  of  beer  or  other 
liquor.  Perhaps  our  poorer  classes  could  not 
buy  in  two-gallon  quantities.  Thus,  we  have 
a  law  that  works  for  the  rich  as  against  the 
poor. 

The  term  "alcoholic  liquor"  as  used  in  both 
of  these  amendments  includes  all  liquors  con- 
taining more  then  one-half  of  one  percent  by 
volume  of  alcohol.  This  would  even  prohibit 
the  "near  beer"  which  is  sold  in  Dry  districts 
under  the  Wyllie  law,  because  most  of  this  beer 
contains  perhaps  1  per  cent  of  alcohol.  Of 
course,  they  make  it  so  that  if  more  than  this 
one-half  of  one  percent  alcohol  is  mixed  with 
other  drugs  to  be  used  for  medicinal  purposes, 
no  limit  shall  be  placed  upon  these  concoctions. 
Nobody  in  a  licensed  state  takes  Peruna  for  a 
beverage,  but  in  Kansas  they  drink  it  in  and 
out  of  season  because  it  contains  28  H  per  cent 
alcohol. 

Here  are  a  few  of  the  famous  remedies  which 
would  find  a  ready  sale  in  California  if  the  State 
goes  Dry,  because  they  ship  them  by  the  car 
loads  into  those  states  now  afflicted  with 
prohibition: 

Percentage 
of  Alcohol 


Lydia  Pinkham's  Vegetable  Compound  20.6 

Ayer's  Sarsaparilla  26.2 

Peruna  _  28.5 

Vinol,  Wine  of  Cod  Liver  Oil  18.8 

Hooker's  Wigwam  Tonic  20.7 

Jackson's  Golden  Seal  Tonic  (made  in 

Maine)   ^.  19.fl 

Parker's  Tonic,  "purely  vegetable""  41.6 

Schenck's    Seaweed    Tonic,  "entirely 

harmless"  _  19.5 

Boker's  Stomach  Bitters  42.6 

Burdock's  Blood  Bitters  _  25.2 

Hostetter's  Stomach  Bitters  44.3 
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Kaufman's  Sulphur  Bitters,  "contains  no 
alcohol."  (As  a  matter  of  fact  it  con- 


tains no  sulphur)  .20.5 

Warner's  Safe  Tonic  Bitters  _.36.7 

Wine  of  Cardui   20. 

Paine's  Celery  Compound  20. 

Hall's  Great  Discovery   43. 

Hamlin's  Wizard  Oil  65. 


After  placing  all  the  restrictions  and  pro- 
hibitions on  the  wine,  beer  and  liquor  business 
in  California,  this  amendment,  as  well  as  the 
first  one,  seeks  to  place  every  penalty  possible 
on  the  books  so  as  to  make  it  extremely  severe 
on  these  people  who  might  want  to  have  their 
glass  of  wine  or  their  glass  of  beer  as  they  have 
done  all  their  lives.  After  placing  the  penalty 
of  $1,000  fine  and  twelve  months  in  jail  for 
the  first  offense,  they  tell  us  that  for  a  second 
offense  a  fine  of  $2,500  and  twelve  months, 
in  jail  may  be  imposed. 

To  make  sure  that  some  liberal  community 
where  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  or  other  Magis- 
trate may  not  want  to  be  as  severe  as  those 
in  more  strict  communities,  they  state  that  a 
second  offense  fine  cannot  be  less  than  $200  nor 
less  than  30  days  in  the  county  jail.  The  law 
carefully  adds:  "Additional  penalties  may  be 
imposed  by  law." 

It  is  also  provided  in  this  carefully  con- 
structed measure  that  no  local  governing  body 
must  be  bound  to  permit  the  license  or  manu- 
facture of  liquor  in  their  community  until  the 
law  would  go  into  effect,  provided  it  is  adopted. 
They  could  immediately  declare  their  baili- 
wick Dry. 

We  have  now  presented  in  brief  what  these 
laws  would  do  in  the  ways  of  restrictions  of 
what  we  regard  as  our  personal  privilege.  The 
economic  side  of  this  question,  however,  is  one 
that  strikes  every  man,  woman  and  child  in 
California.  We  cannot  afford  to  vote  out  of 
business  $210,000,000  worth  of  investments 
and  deprive  293,000  people  of  their  means  of 
livelihood  without  the  pocket  books  of  some 
of  us  being  affected.  We  also  would  be  con- 
fronted with  the  increased  tax  made  necessary 
to  cover  up  the  deficit  of  $4,500,000  in  license 
taxes,  to  say  nothing  of  the  millions  that  would 
be  stricken  from  the  tax  roll  on  account  of  the 
commercial  confiscation  of  these  investments. 

In  this  connection,  we  would  like  to  state  that 
nowhere  else  in  the  world  outside  of  the  United 
States  of  America  can  property  be  confiscated 
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by  this  sort  of  sumptuary  legislation  without 
compensation.  In  England  when  licenses 
were  extinguished,  as  it  was  called,  compen- 
sation was  made  to  the  license  holders  for 
licenses  cancelled.  In  France,  and  in  Switzer- 
land the  governments  paid  the  manufacturers 
and  the  employees  who  had  been  engaged  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of  absinthe, 
when  that  drink  was  prohibited  by  the  goyern- 
ments  of  those  countries.  When  Portugal 
prohibited  the  manufacture  of  rum  in  Portu- 
guese West  Africa  the  planters  and  manu- 
facturers were  compensated    for  their  losses 

And  who  is  going  to  compensate  the  workers 
for  the  loss  of  their  employment  and  who  is 
going  to  find  them  new  positions,  to  pay  them 
for  the  jobs  they  have  been  deprived  of? 
Pleas  have  been  made  to  city,  state  and  county 
officials  in  the  states  that  went  Dry  the  first 
of  this  year  and  they  were  laughed  at.  When 
a  delegation  marched  to  the  capitol  of  Colorado 
in  the  City  of  Denver,  Governor  Calrson  refused 
point-blank  to  consult  with  them.  Thousands 
were  clamoring  for  employment.  The  Gover- 
nor finally  consented  to  meet  a  small  com- 
mittee. His  consoling  advice  to  this  committee 
was:  "Tell  your  people  to  go  to  the  sugar  beet 
fields  for  employment."  At  that  time  the 
sugar  beet  fields  happened  to  be  under  a  foot 
and  a  half  of  snow. 

This  is  the  kind  of  advice  and  this  is  the  kind 
at  treatment  that  California  working  men  and 
working  women  can  expect  from  the  prohibi- 
tionists. They  are  destructionists  as  well  as 
prohibitionists.  They  agitate  for  the  money 
that  is  in  it.  They  boldly  boast  that  they  are 
raising  a  campaign  fund  of  a  quarter  million 
dollars  to  dry  up  California.  They  boast  that 
they  are  raising  Two  Million  and  a  Half  of 
Dollars  to  bring  about  National  prohibition. 

The  prohibitionist  never  stands  for  real 
reform.  The  Superintendent  of  the  Anti- 
Saloon  League  in  Sacramento  was  asked  one 
time  to  join  with  the  police  and  other  authori- 
ties to  protest  to  the  City  Trustees,  asking  the 
revocation  of  the  license  of  a  notorious  saloon 
and  restaurant.  This  superintendent  of  the 
Anti-Saloon  League  said:  "No.  We  would 
rather  see  that  place  continue  as  it  is. 
Such  places  as  that,  which  break  every  law, 
inflame  the  minds  of  the  people  against  liquor, 
and  the  conduct  of  this  sort  of  place  is 
what  is  going  to  help  us  dry  up  California.  We 
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wish  that  there  were  more  places  like  this,  be- 
cause they  are  the  best  arguments  we  have." 

Had  these  prohibitionists  been  sincere  in  their 
attack  upon  the  saloon,  they  had  it  within  their 
power  to  initiate  an  amendment  to  our  State 
constitution,  or  to  our  statute  books  which 
would  eliminate  the  saloon  or  American  bar. 
They  could  then  have  gone  out  and  made  a 
truthful  plea  to  the  voters  to  eliminate  the 
saloon,  but  they  have  not  seen  fit  to  do  so. 
By  their  scheming  they  have  injected  into 
the  question  the  equivalent  to  total  prohi- 
bition, only  they  are  not  fair  enough  and 
man'y  enough  to  come  out  and  telt  us  the  truth. 

Prohibition  orators  do  not  dare  discuss  these 
amendments  nor  read  them  to  us,  because 
they  are  afraid  that  we  may  know  the  truth 
and  upon  knowing  the  truth  would  not  follow 
their  misguided  judgment  and  recommenda- 
ations  in  voting  for  them. 

They  tell  us  that  we  can  make  grape  juice 
out  of  our  grapes.  We  are  told  this 
recently  by  Ira  Landrith,  who  aspires 
to  the  Vice-Presidency  on  the  Prohibition 
ticket.  He  comes  from  Tennessee,  the  land 
of  the  moonshiner.  He  tried  to  jolly  the  Cali- 
fornia grape  growers  into  believing  that  their 
grape  vines  will  be  making  grape  juice  by  and 
by. 

California  is  now  producing  less  than 
100,000  gallons  of  grape  juice  a  year.  The 
grape  juice  output  of  the  entire  United  States 
is  only  about  2,000,000  gallons  annually,  and 
its  manufacturers  have  to  advertise  heavily 
in  order  to  dispose  of  this  quantity.  Making 
grape  juice  out  of  the  wine  grapes  of  California 
would  add  over  60,000,000  gallons  annually 
to  this  amount.  Where  would  the  market  be 
found  for  this? 

The  grape  juice  now  on  the  market  is  made 
from  the  Concord  grapes  of  the  East,  and 
while  these  grapes  make  superior  grape  juice, 
they  make  inferior  wine;  just  the  same 
as  our  California  grapes  make  the  finest  wines 
in  the  world,  but  would  not  be  adapted  to  the 
manufacture  of  grape  juice  even  though  there 
be  a  market  to  dispose  of  it. 

Here  is  what  the  prohibitionists  would  ask 
California  to  give  up  in  exchange  for  laws  that 
fail  to  prohibit  even  what  they  are  advocating. 
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BREWING  INDUSTRY 


There  are  69  breweries  in  California,  re- 
presenting an  investment,  in  round 
figures  of   $50,000,000 

Wages  paid  annually   6,000,000 

Heads  of  families  employed  in  breweries  4,000 

Counting  five  to  a  family,  this  means 
that  persons  directly  dependent  upon 
the  brewing  industry  number  20,000 

Value  of  material  used  annually  $3,500,000 

Annual  taxes  paid  to  state,  county  and 
municipalities,  more  than  $1,000,000 

Machinery  used  in  brewing  industry  is 
costly  and  is  designed  exclusively  for  that  pur- 
pose. Brewery  employees  are  mostly  skilled 
laborers,  commanding  high  wages.  They 
could  not  at  once  secure  remunerative  employ- 
ment in  other  lines. 

WINE  AND  GRAPE  INDUSTRY 

Total  investment  in  viticulture....$150,000,000 


Total  annual  wealth  produced ...  30,000,000 

Total  acreage  in  grapes    320,000 

One-half  of  this  is  devoted  entirely  to 

wine  grapes   160,000 

All  of  the  wines  grapes  are  used  at  wineries; 


about  60  per  cent  of  the  table  grapes  have  been 
dumped  into  the  wineries,  and  a  large  portion 
of  the  raisin  grapes,  especially  the  second  crop, 
are  sold  to  the  wineries.  HENCE  PROHIBI- 
TION STRIKES  AT  THE  ENTIRE  VITI- 
CULTURAL  INDUSTRY. 

There  are  in  California  700  wineries. 
Wealth  produced  annually  $10,000,000 

Persons  employed  in  cultivation, 
manufacture  and  distribution. ...  15,000 

Heads  of  families  owning  vineyards  15,000 


Total      30,000 
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Counting  five  person  to  a  family,  this 
means  that  approximately  the 
number  of  persons  directly  depend- 
ent upon  the  wine  industry  for  a 
living  is  lSO.OO^ 

Therefore,  if  prohibition  prevails  an  invest- 
ment of  $160,000,000  would  be  ruined,  nearly 
200,000  acres  of  grapes  would  be  denuded  and 
the  means  of  livelihood  of  over  100,000  persons 
destroyed  in  the  wine  industry  alone. 

Fifteen  thousand  persons  in  California  pay 
Federal  licenses  amounting  annually  to  about 
$400,000.  There  are  about  5,000  restaurants 
serving  liquors,  and  5,000  retail  liquor  estab- 
lishments. The  retail  establishments  repre- 
sent an  investment  of  $10,000,000;  22,000 
persons  derive  employment  therefrom,  and 
112,000  persons  are  directly  dependent  upon 
them  for  a  living. 

In  addition  there  are  many  allied  industries 
which  will  be  more  or  less  seriously  affected 
by  prohibition.  Among  these  are  the  follow- 
ing: 

Beer  Pump  Manufac- 
turers, 

Bottle  Cap  Manufac- 
turers, 

Bottle  Makers 

Bottle  Machinery 
Manufacturers, 

Box  Makers, 

Brass  Workers, 

Brewers, 

Bread  Makers, 

Butchers, 

Carpenters, 

Cask  Manufacturers, 

Charcoal  Manufac- 
turers, 

Coal  Dealers, 

Commercial  Agencies, 

Coopers, 

Calk  Dealers, 

Cork  Dealers, 

Cigar  Manufacturers, 

Cracker  Bakers, 

Delicatessen  Dealers, 

Disinfectant  Manufac 
turers  and  Dealers, 

Distillers, 

Engine  Builders, 
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Glassware  Dealers, 
Grain  Dealers, 
Grain  Elevators, 
Grape  Growers, 
Hardware  Dealers, 
Harness  Makers, 
Hop  Growers, 
Horse  Shoers, 
Ice  Dealers 
Ice  Manufacturers, 
Iron  Hoop  Manufac- 
turers, 

Lithographers, 
Meat  Dealers, 
Motor  Truck  Dealers, 
Paint  Manufacturers, 

Painters, 

Pipe  Fitters  and 

Plumbers, 

Pipe  Manufacturers, 
Potters, 

Ptretzel  Makers, 
Printers, 
Railroads, 
-  Refrigerator  Manu- 
facturers, 
Sign  Makers, 
Stationers, 


Farmers  and  Team-      Tank  Builders, 

sters,  Tobacco  Growers, 

Filter  Manufacturers,    Tobacco  Dealers, 
Fixture  Manufacturers,  Wagon  Makers, 
Foundries  Wholesale  Dealers, 


At  a  conservative  estimate  prohibition  will 
destroy  the  livelihood  of  11,000  people  engaged 
in  these  industries. 

Prohibition  would  destroy  an  investment  of 
$210,000,000  and  would  take  away  the  means 
of  livelihood  of  293,000  persons  besides  making 
vacant  some  10,000  store  rooms  in  the  prin- 
cipal cities  of  the  state  and  increasing  the  tax 
burdens  on  other  properties. 


REVENUE  WILL  BE  DESTROYED 

The  adoption  of  either  of  the  prohibition 
amendments  will  destroy  an  important  source 
of  revenue  which  now  benefits  California  cities 
and  counties.  In  the  fiscal  year  1915  receipts 
from  liquor  licenses  were  as  follows: 

t 

For  cities  and  towns.   $3,204,324 

For  counties      1,202,350 


Total    _  $4,406,674 

It  will  result  in  an  increase  of  taxation  in 
more  than  100  cities  and  towns  of  the  state. 
In  many  cases,  this  increase  will  more  than 
double  the  present  rate. 


MILLIONS  FOR  THE  FARMER 

According  to  recent  reports  of  the  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Grain  and  other 
farm  products  to  the  value  of  $113,513,971 
were  used  in  l3l3  in  the  manufacture  of  liq- 
uors, the  principal  items  being: 


Barley   $55,236,641 

Core  _  _    30,924,335 

Wheat      869,938 

Rice_     7,288,786 

Hops.  ,   11,156,215 

Rye     4,604,476 


Other  products   3,483,680 
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The  value  of  farm  products  used  in  brewing 
and  distilling  is  in  excess  of  the  total  combined 
crop  values  of  Louisiana  (with  its  great  cotton 
and  sugar  interests),  New  Hampshire  and  Utah, 
or  of  Maine,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Nevada, 
Arizona,  New  Mexico  and  Wyoming. 


UNITED  CALIFORNIA  INDUSTRIES 

Northern  Division, 
Forum  Building, 
Sacramento,  California 


H •   S.    CROCKER    CO  «WW>S»CB«MEWTO 
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In  the  following  pages  a 
disinterested  outsider  tells 
of  conditions  in  Kansas  as 
they  actually  exist  —  not 
as  they  are  portrayed  by 
the  prohibitionists. 

He  tells  why  Kansas 
officials  uphold  a  system 
they  know  to  be  wrong. 

READ  THIS  AND  YOU 
WILL  SEE  WHATSIS  IN 
STORE  FOR  CALIFOR- 
NIA IF  EITHER  OF  THE 
PROPOSED  AMEND- 
MENTS IS  ADOPTED. 


UNITED  CALIFORNIA  INDUSTRIES 
310  HUMBOLDT  BANK  BUILDING 
SAN  FRANCISCO 


Bleeding  Kansas 

By  Paul  S.  Conwell 


IN  Kansas,  as  elsewhere,  supply  meets  de- 
mand. Liquor,  mostly  whisky,  is 
shipped  in  by  wholesale,  adulterated 
and  boot-legged  by  wholesale  and  con- 
sumed by  wholesale.  Occasionally,  the 
offender  is  landed  and  jailed ;  more  often 
not. 

Cansas  is  not  famous  because  of  prohibition — 
it's  notorious.   The  sweeping  claims  made  for 

'successful"  operation  and  enforcement  are 
mere  exploitations  by  public  officials  who  make 
fake  stories  answer  for  statistics,  fearing  the 
small  but  very  noisy  minority  constituting  the 

'reform  element." 

'rohibition  was  adopted  in  1880  by  8,000  ma- 
jority. Re-submission  is  bitterly  opposed,  for 
reasons  best  known  to  the  drys.    After  thirty 

ive  years  of  trial,  prohibition  with  all  the  trim- 
mings has  given  Kansas  an  enormous  rate  of 
divorces  granted  wives  for  cruelty  and  drunk- 
enness; an  unusually  high  and  increasing  rate 
of  pauperism;  school  systems  ranking  only 
twenty-ninth  in  efficiency;  an  extremely  high 
and  increasing  rate  of  insanity,  and  almost  the 


lowest  church  population  in  the  Union, 
•as  closed  220  schools  during  1913.  The  19 
census  shows  a  population  decrease  of  18, 

since  1910. 

PRIOR  to  six  years  ago,  taxes  were  assess 
on  one-third  valuation.  Loss  of  reven 
and  population,  coupled  with  increasing 
mands  by  State  institutions,  forced  a  change 
the  taxing  system.  The  law  was  hast' 
amended,  taxing  property  on  full  valuati 
As  the  demands  increased,  "assessed  valua- 
tions" likewise  were  inflated.  Decreasing  popui 
lation  and  increasing  taxes  created  the  Kansas] 
brand  of  high  per  capita  wealth. 
For  years,  necessary  aid  has  been  denied  edu- 
cational  and  charitable  institutions,  to  meet  in 
a  measure  the  needs  of  penal  and  correctional 
institutions.    The  1915  State  appropriation! 


exceeded  those  of  1903  by  91  per  cent. 
In  a  special  message  to  the  Legislature,  GoverJ 
nor  Capper  declared  "our  population  has  not 
increased,"  and  as  "assessed  valuations"  had 
reached  the  limit,  the  tax  rate  must  increase — 
and  it  did,  for  the  first  time  in  six  years.  He 
counseled  rigid  economy,  admitting  the  aid  de- 
manded was  highly  necessary.  "It  is  a  case  of 
doing  the  best  we  can,"  he  said.  He  was  then 
speaking  for  "home  consumption"  only. 


Kansas 

ma*  had  735  paupers  in  1910;  908  in  1915 
The  counties  spent  $607,580.03  during 
915  in  an  effort  to  relieve  pauperism  among 
2,871  people,  independent  of  State  and  local 
harity  aid,  which  aggregated  millions. 

"■7"  ANSAS  has  three  times  more  delinquent 
juveniles  than  Nebraska,  though  few  more 
•f>eople.    In  1914,  202  of  the  396  boys  sent  to 
he  reformatory  were  victims  of  boot-legging. 
'Save  the  boy!" 

January,  1916,  26  female  Federal  prisoners 
ere  transferred  from  Lansing  State  Prison  to 
ake  room  for  a  few  penitentiary  birds  roost- 
ng  in  various  county  jails.  One  in  every 
,096  Kan  sans  was  in  prison  in  1910.  A  dozen 
other  States,  notably  Illinois,  Iowa,  Nebraska 
and  South  Dakota,  had  much  lower  rates. 
•I  Lack  of  room  at  the  Topeka  and  Osawato- 
tnie  asylums  and  in  private  institutions  necessi- 
tated building  a  third  State  Asylum  in  1913, 
costing  $165,000.  Insanity  is  increasing  at  the 
rate  of  700  cases  annually. 
Kansas  has  44  per  cent  of  farms  and  33  per 
cent  of  homes  mortgaged.  In  home-owning 
citizens  she  ranks  thirty-second — and  not  first, 
as  claimed. 

Kansas  sent  "the  East  fifty  million  dollars" 
during  the  1907  panic  because  she  owed  it  In 


Bleeding 


.ansa! 


1913  the  railroads  loaned  the  farmers  monej 
to  buy  seed-wheat  and  stock,  canceling  th# 
freight-charges  and  charging  no  interest 
War  prices  aided  the  farmers.  Nebraska 
joyed  the  same  "prosperity,"  but  the  wa 
caused  Nebraska's  "fortune;"  in  Kansas, 
usual,  it  was  a  "victory"  for  prohibition. 


PER  CAPITA  consumption  of  liquor  is 
matter  of  conjecture.  Reliable  figures 
not  available,  save  in  isolated  places.  Ex-Goi 
ernor  Hodges  claims  it  is  $1.25;  Governor 1 
per  says  $3.04.  It  is  nearer  $30  than  eithc 
Crazy-quilt  statistics  are  characteristic  of  Kai 
sas  "reformers."  Shipments  that  can  be  < 
are  staggeringly  enormous.  In  addition,  larj 
quantities  are  carried  in  as  baggage,  hauled 
automobiles  and  sent  in  misbranded.  A  larf 
mail-order  dry  goods  house  was  recently  ii 
dieted  by  the  Federal  Grand  Jury  for  sending 
in  misbranded  as  malted  milk. 
There  were  661  arrests  in  Topeka  during  1914 
for  drunkenness;  in  1915,  749.  During  1915,1 
exclusive'  of  holiday  trade,  one  express  com- 
pany delivered  136,000  quarts  of  whisky  there.] 
In  Wichita,  1,360  out  of  3,782  arrests  were  for] 
drunkenness  in  1914,  and  1,525  out  of  4,390] 
were  for  drunkenness  in  1915.  The  same  ratio! 
applies  everywhere. 


JThe  "reform"  Mayor  of  Parson*  recently  dis- 
fcovered  that  of  170  recent  shipments  into  his 
fair  city,  most  of  it  went  to  members  of  his 
jDwn  Bible  Class !  All  received  a  gallon  or  more 
flwithin  the  month. 

JThe  Chief  of  Police  of  Wichita  occupies  a 
[unique  niche  in  the  Kansas  Hall  of  Fame  along- 
ide  Carrie  Nation.  He  was  thrown  out  of 
Ffice  and  into  jail  last  July  for  running  a 
holesale  blind  pig  in  the  city  hall  itself,  while 
jvernor  Capper  was  bragging  about  "clean" 
ichita  out  in  California. 
A  high-class  club  was  raided  in  Atchison  in 
ember.  A  bar  was  "discovered"— -not  a 
_rel  with  a  pine  board  laid  across  it  either — 
[where  liquor  was  being  openly  sold.  Governor 
Capper  had  been  assured  by  the  Mayor  and 
Chief  of  Police  shortly  before,  while  the  former 
was  occupying  a  pulpit  in  Atchison,  that  the  lid 
|  was  on  tight  and  to  stay — likewise  by  the 
county  attorney. 

After  the  raid  it  was  discovered  that  the  Mayor 
was  on  the  house  committee  of  the  club,  like- 
wise the  Chief,  and  the  "booie"  was  all  bought 
from  the  county  attorney's  brother,  who  op- 
erated a  wholesale  liquor  house  in  Missouri. 
To  avoid  heavy  fines,  if  not  going  to  jail,  the 
Mayor  and  the  Chief  "compromised"  with  the 


Bleeding 

Attorney-General  and  resigned  after  other  It 
ing  citizen*  failed  to  coax  him  to  accept 
an  apology.   To  secure  the  raid  fee  in  Kai 
the  victim  must  be  "landed." 


PROHIBITION  has  never  been  and  ne> 
will  be  a  success  in  Kansas.    Public  sei 
ment  opposes  it,  but  is  muzzled.  All 
"speaking  out"  about  it  is  done  by  men  < 
must  praise  it  or  suffer  political  defeat  throi 
the  wrath  of  the  "people." 
Kansas  people  are  never  permitted  to  for 
the  governing  power.    A  noisy  government] 
a  nuisance  government.    Driven  by  desj 
bigotry  it  strangles  progress,  murders  prosf 
ity.    If  given  a  chance,  the  people  would  re 
ister  an  overwhelming  preference  for  a  st 
and  regulated  system  of  handling  the  liquor  ii 
dustry .    Not  that  they  desire  saloons  becai 
they  prefer  drunkenness  to  sobriety,  but 
cause  they  prefer  constructive  statecraft  to 
litical  demagoguery.    Kansas  is  drunk  now- 
drunk  on  prohibition,  bunc  and  piffle.  She 
suffering  from  an  over-capitalization  of  hot 
and  an  over-production  of  wild-eyed  reform* 
yap  statesmen  and  political  tyrants.  Commc 
horse-sense  has  taken  wings;  intolerance 
King. 

•  Tbi*  article  appeared  in  the  MaT  WI*.  iwue  oi  The  Fra.  Ea»t  Aur 

New  York,  through  whose  courtear  it  i»  republished. 


"A  Delusion  mi  a  Snare" 


'T^HE  Anti-Saloon  League  is  making  a  deliberate  attempt  to  deceive 
•*~    the  people  of  the  State  by  offering  the  second  amendment  as  an 
"Anti-Saloon  measure."  The  Sacramento  "Bee"  on  February  15th,  Iasl,  said  of  this: 


This  second  proposal  Is  not  an  anti-saloon  Issue 
It  Is  much  more  than  an  effort  to  regulate  the 
liquor  traffic. 

It  is  a  scheme  to  throttle  the  wine  Industry 
of  California. 

It  Is  a  measure  a*  obnoxious  as  prohibition 
Itself. 

Under  an  alias  and  behind  a  mask  It  pre- 
sents prohibition  In  the  garb  of  an  anti-saloon 
measure. 

Under  It  no  hotel,  restaurant  or  cafe  could 

serve  California  wine  with  meals. 

No  commercial  body,  fraternal1  organization, 

Or  Individual  giving  a  public  banquet  at  a 

place  of  public  resort  could  offer  wine  to 

guests. 


No  elub  could  serve  wine  to  Its  members. 
No  Summer  resort  could  offer  or  give  away 
wine  to  its  patrons. 

No  grocery  store  or  family  liquor  store  could 
sell  wine  In  sealed  packages  not  to  be  con- 
sumed on  the  premises. 

•    *    •    •  • 

The  thing  Is  one  of  the  most  Iniquitous 
Offenses  against  personal  liberty  and  the 
aacredness  of  individual  rights  ever  thought 
Of  anywhere. 

It  Is  a  fraud  when  It  masquerades  under 
the  alias  of  "an  antl-saloon  proposition." 
It  Is  a  farce  when  It  claims  to  be  merely  a 
measure  to  "regulate  the  liquor  traffic." 
And  It  la  an  Imposition  throughout  upon 
the  voter,  because  It  does  not  stand  out  In 
the  sunlight  under  Ita  true  colors. 


The  voters  of  California  are  asked  to  vote  on  two  prohibition  measures. 
The  first  amendment  on  the  ballot  is  absolute  prohibition  and  says  so.  The 
second  amendment  on  the  ballot  is  also  a  prohibition  amendment  but 
masquerades  as  an  anti-saloon  measure.  The  principal  difference  between 
the  two  measures  is  that  one  goes  into  effect  at  the  end  of  1917,  and 
the  other  goes  into  effect  two  years  later.  Register  Now. 
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I  IN  SEATTLE 


nflicting  stories  com*  from  Seattle.   Travelers  say  prohibition  Is  a  com- 
rte  failure.  Resident*,  proud  of  tbeir  dty,  deny  this.  In  this  folder  Is  given 
:  most  authoritative  account  of  the  situation  yet  published.  It  is  an  official 
t  of  the  German- American  Alliance,  unanimously  adopted  on  July  21 , 1916. 
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SAN  FRANCESCO 


THE  TRUTH  ABOUT  PROHIBITION 


The  German-American  Alliance  of  Seattle,  comprising 
fifteen  organizations  composed  of  American  citizens  imbued 
with  patriotism  for  our  country  and  vitally  interested  in  all 
public  questions  looking  to  tbe  prosperity  and  advancement 
of  tbe  State  of  Washington,  has  read  with  much  surprise 
the  statements  of  certain  public  officials  and  newspaper 
editors  regarding  the  working  and  effect  of  the  prohibition 
law  on  the  business  and  moral  conditions  of  our  State,  and 
especially  as  regards  Seattle.  This  being  the  largest  city  in 
America,  and  perhaps  in  the  whole  world,  doing  business 
under  a  law  prohibiting  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating and  malt  liquors,  it  is  held  up  by  both  sides  either 
as  a  shining  mark  or  a  horrible  example  of  what  good  or 
bad  prohibition  has  accomplished.  It  is  the  purpose  of  this 
address  to  the  people  to  lay  before  them,  not  an  argument 
on  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  measure  under  considera- 
tion, but  a  simple,  plain  statement  of  facts  from  authorita- 
tive sources  and  records  that  he  who  runs  may  read  and 
form  his  own  conclusions.  In  the  face  of  the  wild,  excited 
and  nnfair  publications  that  have  recently  appeared,  this 
course  seems  necessary  to  an  unbiased  verdict  of  the  people. 
All  the  statements  herein  made  are  derived  from  public 
records  and  personal  interviews  with  real  estate  men,  hotel 
men  and  large  property  owners  of  our  city  and  can  be 
absolutely  relied  upon  as  authentic. 

First:  Our  population  increased  in  the  decade  between 
1900  and  1910,  according  to  the  United  States  census,  120 
per  cent — the  largest  increase  of  any  State  in  the  Union.  In 
the  absence  of  an  official  census  since  1910,  we  must  rely 
upon  other  sources  of  information  and  calculation.  In 
1912  we  had,  according  to  the  official  school  census,  45,537 
children  of  school  age.  In  1913  we  increased  from  45,537 
to  46,105;  in  1914  to  48,337;  in  1915  to  49,945;  while  in 
1916  we  had  only  49,977,  an  increase  for  the  year  of  only 
32  children.  According  to  the  school  census  it  is  shown 
that  our  population  increased  at  a  healthy  rate  until  the 
blight  of  prohibition  drove  our  people  away  and  kept  others 
from  coming  to  us. 

Second:  Rents  have  greatly  decreased  and  real  estate 
has  greatly  depreciated  in  value.  Many  first-class  business 
locations  are  vacant  and  a  very  noticeable  increase  of  vacant 
houses  is  seen  in  the  residential  districts.  Mr.  E.  E.  Sweeney 
is  a  large  property  owner  and  lessee  and  proprietor  of  the 
Butler  Hotel,  one  of  our  large  commercial  down-town  hotels. 
Mr.  Sweeney  is  also  the  owner  of  the  12-story,  fireproof 


Savoy  Hotel,  which  is  under  lease  to  King  and  Nixon.  He 
gays:  "The  business  of  the  Butler  Hotel  has  fallen  off  since 
prohibition  more  than  two  hundred  dollars  per  day.  My 
receipts  from  the  Rainier  Block  have  decreased  from  $4,200 
per  annum  to  $1,680.  Although  the  Savoy  Hotel  was  under 
lease  at  a  fixed  rental,  the  terms  of  the  lease  had  to  be 
readjusted  on  account  of  prohibition  and  a  reduction  made 
of  20  per  cent." 

It  is  admitted  by  all  of  the  prominent  real  estate  men 
that  rents  have  been  reduced  from  twenty  to  sixty  per  cent 
on  business  property  and  that  there  has  been  no  demand  for 
real  estate.  The  real  estate  men  are  reticent  in  speaking  of 
conditions  in  Seattle  at  this  time  because  of  the  fact  that 
they  do  not  care  to  hurt  the  city  any  more  than  it  already 
has  been  hurt,  but  it  is  safe  to  say  that  not  one  but  will  say 
that  the  prosperity  of  the  city  has  been  menaced  and  greatly 
retarded  by  the  passage  of  the  prohibition  law. 

For  the  purpose  of  showing  that  we  have  no  prohibition 
law,  but  merely  a  law  to  require  intoxicants  to  be  purchased 
outside  the  State,  we  submit  the  following  figures.  During 
the  first  six  and  one-half  months  (to  July  15th)  under  our 
present  law  there  has  been  shipped  into  Seattle  on  druggists' 
permits,  one  hundred  and  fifty-two  thousand  five  hundred 
and  ninety-four  gallons  (152,594)  of  intoxicating  liquors, 
and  on  individual  permits,  seventy-seven  thousand  nine  hun- 
dred and  twenty-two  gallons  (77,922),  making  a  total  of  two 
hundred  and  thirty  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixteen  gal- 
lons (230,516). 

Estimating  that  there  are  one  hundred  thousand  voters 
in  Seattle,  this  would  be  two  and  a  third  gallons  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  for  every  person  of  legal  age  in  the  city.  Con- 
sidering the  fact  that  large  stocks  of  liquors  were  laid  in  by 
many  persons  prior  to  January  1,  1916,  it  can  easily  be  seen 
that  Seattle  is  anything  but  dry.  Averaging  the  cost  of  the 
liquors  shipped  in  at  four  dollars  per  gallon,  we  see  that  we 
have  sent  out  of  the  State  almost  a  million  dollars  in  six 
months  for  intoxicating  liquors.  The  number  of  individual 
permits  which  have  been  issued  since  the  first  of  January  is 
increasing  with  remarkable  speed.  In  January,  2,118  indi- 
vidual permits  were  issued;  in  February,  4,269;  in  March, 
6,250;  in  April,  6,229;  in  May,  7,883;  in  June,  11,717;  and 
during  the  first  ten  days  of  July,  5,697.  There  is  no  way  to 
tell  how  much  liquor  has  come  into  the  city  in  an  illegal 
and  surreptitious  manner,  but  it  has  undoubtedly  been  a 
large  quantity. 


The  record  at  the  City  Hall  shows  the  following  arrests 
for  drunkenness  for  the  six  months  for  1915  and  1916: 


April 

May 

June 


January 
February 
March  . . 


1915 
382 
415 
360 
363 
360 
392 


1916 
94 
117 
294 

372 
487 
239 


Totals 


2272 


1603 


With  nearly  three  hundred  and  fifty  saloons  running  in 
1915,  there  were  only  669  more  drunks  in  the  first  six 
months  than  in  the  same  period  with  all  saloons  closed,  or 
an  average  of  only  a  little  more  than  three  per  day. 

On  account  of  heavy  fines,  many  drunkards  keep  under 
cover  and  lie  around  rooming  houses. 


Now  what  have  we  saved  by  this  prohibition  law?  Our 
rents  are  lowered,  our  taxes  increased,  drunkenness  almost 
as  prevalent  and  a  million  dollars  of  our  money  taken 
absolutely  out  of  circulation  in  six  months.  In  the  first 
twelve  days  of  prohibition,  ten  people  were  killed  by  drink- 
ing wood  alcohol  and  one  man  has  been  shot  to  death  in 
the  attempt  of  the  police  to  enforce  the  law.  Then  again, 
the  consumption  of  beer  and  wine  has  greatly  decreased  and 
the  consumption  of  spirituous  liquors  greatly  increased.  We 
ask  the  candid  reader  who  is  not  shackled  by  fanaticism,  is 
it  worth  the  price  we  are  paying?  Should  there  not  be  some 
modification  of  the  present  law  that  will  in  a  reasonable 
way  allow  more  liberty  to  the  citizen  in  obtaining  beverages 
he  believes  he  wants  and  which  are  not  deleterious  to 
health,  instead  of  tempting  him  to  use  the  vile  and  poisonoua 
decoctions  of  blind  pigs  and  bootleggers? 


MORE  DRINKING  BEHIND  CLOSED  DOORS 


WHAT  SALOONS 
ARE  DOING  FOR 
OUR  CITY. 

By  FRANK  SANDS  in  DAILY  NEWS  of  Dec.  3,  1909. 


Our  friends,  the  saloon  men, 
are  very  solicitous  over  the 
financial  end  of  our  fair  city. 
They  are  buying,  at  considerable 
expense,  large  newspaper  space 
in  which  to  inform  the  people 
that  the  licenses  amount  to  a 
considerable  sum,  which  would 
be  lost,  if  the  anti-saloon  move- 
ment succeeds,  and  that  20  stores 
would  be  vacant,  for  the  same 
cause,  which  would  speak  badly 
for  thi  city. 

Citizens  of  Santa  Barbara,  the 
talk  of  the  saloon  interests  is 
insincere  and  fallacious— as  one 
would  expect  from  such  a  source. 
The  saloon  business  is  dishonest 
and  rotten  to  the  core;  it  is  selfish 
and  only  selfish.  All  this  talk  of 
what  good  the  saloons  do  this  or 


any  other  city  is  intentionally 
misleading  and  untrue.  They  do 
no  good.  All  their  acts,  all  their 
influences  are  bad— for  all  their 
goods  sold  are  poison.  The  only 
difference  in  reality  between 
whiskey  and  the  ordinary  poison 
sold  by  the  chemists  is  the 
strength,  and  the  fact  that  whis- 
key does  not  bear  the  label  of  the 
skull  and  cross  bones. 

We  wonder  if  it  ever  hap- 
pened to  pop  into  the  heads  of 
the  saloon  men  that  there  is 
something  besides  money  in  this 
world;  that  there  are  duties  in  a 
city  besides  paying  taxes;  that 
there  are  functions  higher  than 
mere  trade  and  barter? 

Gentleman,  we  are  expending 
very  considerable  sums  each  year 


on  public  schools — but,  at  the 
same  time,  we  are  nullifying 
the  work  of  these  schools  by 
allowing  this  enemy  of  the 
home,  the  state  and  the  na- 
tion—the American  saloon — to 
exist,  pollute  and  kill  the  best 
part  of  our  boys  and  girls  who 
are  our  only  hope  for  the  future. 

What  is  the  value  of  a  good 
man  in  any  community?  Can 
you  measure  such  a  value  by 
mere  money?  Not  more  than  in 
part. 

What  is  the  value  of  an  able 
and  accomplished  carpenter, 
blacksmith,  mason,  stonecutter, 
machinist,  painter  or  a  skilled 
man  in  any  of  the  work  the 
world  demands? 

It  costs  say  $5000  to  thorough- 
ly educate  the  average  profes- 
sional man  and  on  top  of  that 
add  his  real  value  in  brain  power 
and  ability  to  do  things  in  the 
community. 

In  our  opinion  a  sober,  indus- 
trious artisian  is  worth  $10,000 
to  any  city.  That's  the  price  the 
experts  employed  by  the  city  of 
Boston  placed  on  such  a  man. 

But  supposing  he  masters  his 
line  of  work  and  goes  beyond, 
becomes  a  master  as  a  builder, 
becomes  an  expert  in  architec- 
ture,   etc.,  etc— well,  it  would 


take  a  bold  man  to  set  the  price 
on  such  men. 

The  saloons  of  this  city  pay 
$13,560  into  our  city  treasury 
each  year— but  how  much  are 
they  robbing  us  in  killing  our 
bright  young  men;  how  many 
thousands  have  they  stolen  of 
our  assets  in  the  careers  they 
have  cut  short  or  blighted,  the 
homes  destroyed,  the  women 
dishonored,  the  children  killed? 

Does  this  seem  extravagant  or 
exaggerated  ? 

It  is  neither.  It  is  merely  a 
partial  statement  of  a  mighty 
though  terribly  solemn  fact. 

Just  think,  you  who  have  lived 
in  this  city  any  considerable 
period,  of  the  number  of  very 
brilliant  men  who  have  fallen  in 
Santa  Barbara  because  of  ineb- 
riety—fallen from  their  high 
standing  as  leaders,  to  the 
gutters!  The  lawyers  who  were 
at  the  pinacle  of  the  bar- 
careers  closed,  only  the  mercy 
of  death  to  swallow  in  oblivion 
the  story  of  their  fall! 

Think  a  moment.  How  many 
such  instances  can  you  recall  off- 
hand? Something  less  than  a 
score  of  years  ago  there  was  an 
unusually  large  number  of  very 
brilliant  men  in  this  city  at  the 
same  time.    They  were  friendly, 


generous,  fond  of  conviviality  — 
good  fellows.  The  saloons  capti- 
vated them— and  they  sank  into 
oblivion  to  the  last  one  of  the 
coterie. 

One  of  the  soundest  and  most 
successful  lawyers,  with  no  seem- 
ing end  to  his  brilliant  career 
enjoyed  the  sociability  of  the 
saloons.  He  fell— and  that  was 
the  end  of  his  career.  We  dis- 
like to  give  the  names  of  these 
fallen  men,  but  if  anyone  cares 
to  inquire  their  names  can  be 
enumerated. 

One  of  the  saddest  things  in 
the  world  is  the  sight  of  a  drunk- 
en man.  Some  people  will  laugh 
at  such  a  sight-  but  the  angels 
weep  just  as  the  devil  is  supposed 
to  dance  in  glee. 
The  writer  saw  this  sad  picture 
a  few  years  ago  on  State  street; 
two  young  men  came  down  the 
street  arm  in  arm,  so  intoxicated 
(intoxicated  in  this  instance 
means  plain  drunk)  that  they 
could  not  walk  straight.  Indeed, 
it  was  difficult  for  them  to  keep 
the  sidewalk  and  not  fall  into  the 
gutter  or  bump  against  the  walls 
of  the  County  Bank  building. 
These  two  young  men  were  ex- 
mayors  of  the  City  of  Santa 
Barbara. 

One  of  them  was  a  graduate  of 


the  Boston  School  of  Technology, 
a  master  mason,  an  authority  on 
many  kindred  subjects,  a  brilliant 
man  in  many  ways.  He  had  been 
a  councilman  and  was  the  leader 
of  that  body.  He  had  a  splendid 
family  of  children  and  an  accom- 
plished and  beautiful  wife. 

Today  that  brilliant  intellect 
has  been  lost  and  the  man  has 
disappeared  after  suffering  all 
the  downfall  and  humiliation 
possible  for  a  man;  his  family  is 
scattered,  his  life  was  a  failure — 
because  of  "booze."  the  saloons. 

How  much  did  the  saloons  cost 
the  city  by  the  murder  of  that 
man's  intellect  ? 

The  companion  drunk  has  also 
been  mayor  of  the  city  and  after- 
wards a  high  county  official.  He, 
too,  was  a  brilliant  young  man, 
a  ready  and  graceful  orator,  a 
man  of  great  intelligence  and  ap- 
parantly  nothing  was  in  his  way 
for  even  national  honors.  Indeed, 
there  was  nothing  in  the  gift  of 
the  people  that  he  could  not  have 
asked  for  with  a  certainty  of 
success. 

But  "booze"  stole  his  intellect, 
"booze"  deprived  him  of  his  self- 
respect,  his  honor,  and  his  Tall 
was  like  a  meteor.  His  fine, 
newly-finished  house  became  the 
property  and  the  home  of  the 


richest  booze-dealer  in  this  city, 
while  he,  the  victim,  was  impov- 
erished and  compelled  to  live  in 
a  "shack." 

How  much  did  the  saloon  ele- 
ment take  from  the  assets  of  the 
city  by  the  downfall  of  that 
young  man  ? 

Very  recently  another  young 
man  of  great  ability  as  a  busi- 
ness man  and  a  success,  too, 
saw  his  business  dwindle  and 
dwindle  until  it  was  lost  entirely 
by  his  affection  for  the  benevol- 
ent saloonmen.  Today  he  is  a 
wanderer  away  from  his  family 
and  friends,  and  another  asset  of 
the  city  is  gone,  for  this  young 
man  was  also  a  city  official,  a 
clear-headed  member  of  the 
council. 

What  did  that  downfall  cost 
the  city?  How  much  shall  we 
credit  that  failure  to  the  saloon 
men  of  this  city? 

Now,  these  are  but  a  very 
few  of  the  hundreds  of  instances 
personally  known  to  the  writer 
where  the  saloons  deprived  this 
city  of  very  valuable  assets  in 
the  ruination  of  very  able  men. 

We  have  not  the  time  nor  the 
space  to  detail  the  murders  com- 
mitted during  the  last  twenty 
years,  the  homes  broken  up,  the 
divorces  granted,  the  thefts,  the 


breaches  of  confidence  and  the 
general  downfall  of  promising 
men,  because  the  saloons  were 
open  and  the  lure  of  strong 
drink  was  not  to  be  resisted. 

And-  yet,  in  spite  of  all  this 
devilish  work,  all  these  fiendish 
wrongs,  all  this  suffering,  and 
all  this  mortal  disgrace,  the  sa- 
loon men  are  brazenly,  impertin- 
ently and  defiantly  demanding 
their  license  to  continue  the 
business  of  destroying  more  men; 
of  spreading  the  ruin  already 
wrought;  of  adding  to  the  list 
other  murders,  other  disgraces, 
other  families  ruined  and  scatter- 
ed. The  venders  of  these  dishonest 
drinks  ignore  the  cries  of  dis- 
tress of  the  women  and  the 
mothers  as  they  do  the  innocent 
cries  of  the  children.  They  are 
only  intent  on  selling  more  gal- 
lons of  poison  that  they  may  put 
aside  more  money,  secure  mort- 
gages on  more  homes  and  more 
acres  of  land. 

In    God's   name!   Will  the 
people  of  this  city  never  see  the 
Light?   Will  they  never  tumble 
to  the  fact  that  every  saloon 
every  bar,  and  every  such  place 
whatsoever  is  more  deadly  than  [ 
the  fangs  of  the   rattlesnake;  p 
that  nothing  but  ruin,  always  | 
ruin  follows  in  their  wake? 


Indictment  Against  The 

California  Wine  Industry 

Answer  to  the  Loss  of  Property  Argument  Presented 
by  the  Opponents  of  Prohibition 


By  A.  C.  BANE, 
Supt.  Anti-Saloon  League. 

The  men  engaged  in  the  liquor 
industry  claim  that  State  prohibi- 
tion would  result  in  a  great  prop- 
erty loss  to  them.  This  same  ar- 
gument was  used  by  the  slave  hold- 
ers against  the  abolition  of  human 
slavery. 

We  will  admit  that  for  a  time 
prohibition  will  work  a  financial 
loss  to  many  people,  but  it  will 
bring  a  great  gain  in  physical 
health,  general  efficiency,  human 
happiness,  and  public  morals;  in 
other  words,  a  gain  to  the  public 
welfare,  and  in  the  end,  it  will  work 
a  financial  gain  to  the  whole  State. 

Liquor  Crime  Is  Expensive. 

The  liquor  traffic,  including  the 
wine  industry,  is  responsible  for 
the  manufacture  of  drunkards, 
criminals,  paupers,  profligates,  in- 
sane, mental  imbeciles,  orphans  and 
juvenile  offenders,  and  the  tax  pay- 
ers must  care  for  and  control  these 
in  public  institutions.  California 
tax  payers  paid  in  1912  for  the  care 
alone  of  criminals  produced  by  the 
liquor  traffic,  $29,722,776.00. 

Who  build  the  jails?  The  tax 
payers.  Who  fill  them?  The  sa- 
loonkeepers. Who  build  the  poor- 
houses?  The  tax  payers.  Who  fill 
them?  The  saloonkeepers.  Who 
build  the  insane  asylums?  The  tax 
payers.  Who  fill  them?  The  sa- 
loonkeepers. Who  pay  the  court 
expenses?  The  tax  payers.  Who 
cause  that  expense?  The  saloon- 
keepers. The  chief  expense  to  the 
tax  payers  of  California  is  to  care 
for  derelicts  and  dependents  made 
by  liquor. 


Wine  grapes  sold  to  make  liquor 
in  1913  brought  the  grape  growers 
approximately  five  million  dollars ; 
criminals  produced  by  the  liquor 
sold  in  California  in  1912,  cost  the 
tax  payers  nearly  thirty  million  dol- 
lars. Who  needs  protection  most, 
the  liquor  producer  or  the  tax 
payer  ? 

The  chief  curse  of  the  liquor  traf- 
fic is  the  saloon  which  retails  the 
liquor.  No  one  rises  to  defend  the 
saloon.  It  hides  behind  the  more 
respectable  branch  of  the  traffic, 
the  wine  industry.  But  men  seem 
willing  to  tolerate  all  the  evils  of 
the  saloon,  which  even  the  oppo- 
nents of  prohibition  acknowledge, 
in  order  to  protect  the  investment 
of  the  manufacturer  and  grower. 

But  if  no  liquor  were  made,  none 
could  be  sold  in  the  saloon.  Why 
not  strike  at  the  root  of  the  curse? 
Wine  Industry  Exaggerated. 

The  wine  men  are  now  exaggerat- 
ing the  wealth  and  importance  of 
their  industry.  From  the  Agricul- 
tural Report  of  California  for  1913, 
we  learn  that  the  wine  grape  is  but 
one  per  cent,  of  the  total  products 
of  California's  soil,  and  but  one-half 
of  one  per  cent,  of  the  total  prod- 
ucts of  California,  including  manu- 
factures and  mines.  They  declare, 
without  any  foundation  of  truth, 
that  the  total  money  invested  in 
viticulture  in  this  State  is  $150,- 
000,000.  This  estimate,  wild  as  it 
is,  evidently  includes  the  value  of 
the  land  on  which  the  grapes  grow. 
This  land  will  not  be  destroyed  if 
prohibition  carries.  It  will  be 
worth  as  much  or  more  put  to  other 
uses. 

The  U.  S.  Census  of  1910  says 
that  the  total  capital  invested  in 


the  manufacture  of  vinous  liquors 
in  the  whole  United  States  is  but 
$27,908,000.  The  total  investments 
in  the  manufacture  of  all  liquors  in 
the  nation  is  given  as  but  $771,516,- 
000,  or  about  4  per  cent,  of  the 
nation's  total  capital  invested  in  all 
manufactures. 

By  the  U.  S.  Census  for  1910, 
there  were  but  forty-two  million 
gallons  of  wine  produced  in  the 
United  States,  as  against  fifteen 
hundred  million  gallons  in  France 
and  twelve  hundred  million  gallons 
in  Italy.  The  per  capita  consump- 
tion of  wine  in  1912  for  the  whole 
nation  was  .58  of  one  gallon,  as 
against  19.96  gallons  of  malt  liquors. 

What  a  puny  thing  the  Califor- 
nia wine  industry  is! 

Wine  Grapes  Pay  the  Least. 

The  wine  men  claim  170,000  acres 
of  land  in  California  are  producing 
wine  grapes,  110,000  acres  produc- 
ing raisin  grapes  and  50,000  acres 
producing  table  grapes,  yet  from  the 
official  report  of  the  State  Viticul- 
tural  Commission  for  1913,  the  wine 
grapes  from  170,000  acres,  brought 
the  farmer  approximately  $5,000,000, 
while  the  table  grapes  packed  from 
but  50,000  acres,  brought  the  farm- 
ers net  at  the  shipping  point  in 
California  $6,094,850,  and  the  raisin 
grapes  from  110,000  acres  brought 
the  farmer  $4,840,275. 

You  will  thus  see  that  as  a 
money  maker  for  the  producer,  wine 
grapes  stand  at  the  bottom.  Grapes 
for  wine  have  never  paid  the  pro- 
ducer like  grapes  for  table  use. 
Laborers  Over-Estimated. 

The  wine  men  publish  that  pro- 
hibition would  throw  out  of  em- 
ployment 75,000  persons  now  work- 
ing in  the  wine  industry  of  Califor- 
nia. P.  H.  McCarthy  and  Olaf 
Tveitmoe,  of  the  Building  Trades 
Council  of  California,  in  a  published 
statement  against  prohibition,  de- 
clare that  prohibition  will  put  out 
of  employment  282.000  laborers. 

Whereas,  according  to  the  U.  S. 
Census  of  1910  there  were  but  54,- 


579  men  *  ved  in  making  fer- 
mented liquors  and  6430  men  em- 
ployed in  making  distilled  liquors, 
or  a  grand  total  in  the  entire  na- 
tion of  61,009  men.  Liquor  seems 
to  have  developed  exaggeration  to 
the  maximum  with  these  people. 

Men  representing  the  labor  un- 
ions ought  to  be  the  last  to  oppose 
prohibition,  for  in  the  manufacture 
of  malt  liquors,  labor's  share  is  but 
20.2  per  cent. ;  in  the  manufacture 
of  distilled  liquors  labor's  share  is 
1.9  per  cent.,  while  the  average 
share  of  labor  in  other  industries  is 
55  per  cent. 

Liquor  manufacturers  employ  but 
one-seventh  the  labor  for  the  capital 
invested  that  other  industries  do. 

If  the  capital  now  employed  in 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  liquor 
were  employed  in  making  and  sell- 
ing twenty  necessaries  of  life,  it 
would  give  employment  to  all  the 
men  now  emploved  in  the  liquor 
industry  and  1.300.000  more  men. 

The  annual  loss  in  wages  by 
drinking  men  is  estimated  at  $750,- 
000.000. 

Wine  Men  Use  Pauper  Labor. 

Mr.  Stoll,  one  of  California's  lead- 
ing wine  men.  says:  "One  of  the 
most  serious  difficulties  which  we 
must  overcome  if  we  hope  to  com- 
pete successfully  with  France,  Italy, 
Germany,  Spain  and  Portugal  in  the 
wine  market  of  the  world  is  the 
labor  problem.  This  fall  pickers 
were  at  a  premium  in  the  vineyards, 
and  as  a  result  prohibitive  prices 
had  to  be  paid  to  Japs,  Hindus, 
and  other  available  help.  But  with 
the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  it 
is  expected  that  the  influx  of  immi- 
gration from  Southern  Europe  wil' 
help  adjust  the  vexing  problem." 

With  pauper  labor  from  Southern 
Europe  the  wine  growers  expect  to 
compete  in  the  markets  of  the 
world.  With  good  honest  American 
labor — yes,  even  with  Jap  and  Hin- 
du labor — they  cannot  do  it.  but 
with  pauper  labor  they  may. 

What  have  the  laboring  men  of 


California  to  say  to  these  men  who 
have  been  hiring  Japs,  Hindus,  Chi- 
nese and  other  cheap  labor  and  are 
hoping  that  the  Panama  Canal  will 
admit  hosts  of  pauper  laborers  from 
Europe  ? 

The  Fight  Is  Against  Alcohol. 

The  question  arises  in  the  mind 
of  many,  why  should  the  product  of 
the  grape  be  made  to  curse  human- 
ity when  God  meant  the  grape  to 
be  a  blessing?  Wine  is  an  alcoholic 
drink. 

Italy  and  France  have  been 
cursed  beyond  measure  by  the  use 
of  wine.  Men  point  to  these  na- 
tions as  practically  free  from 
drunkenness.  This  is  untrue.  But 
drunkenness  is  one  of  the  minor 
evils  of  drink;  saturation  is  worse, 
degeneration  of  the  race  through  al- 
coholic poison  is  worse;  insanity 
through  alcohol's  attack  on  the 
brain  is  worse ;  loss  of  health  and 
efficiency  is  worse. 

Wine  contains  much  more  alcohol 
than  does  beer;  the  mildest  has 
about  ten  per  cent,  while  some  of 
it  is  fortified  up  to  27  per  cent,  of 
this  poison. 

The  fight  for  prohibition  is  a 
fight  against  the  traffic  in  alcohol, 
a  poison,  because  the  history  of  the 
world  proves  it  is  degenerating  and 
destroying  the  race. 

China  has  stopped  the  traffic  in 
opium  for  that  reason.  Alcohol  is 
a  greater  curse  to  America  than 
opium  was  to  China. 

Grape  Juice  No  Joke. 

But  we  do  not  desire  that  the 
farmer  who  grows  wine  grapes  shall 
suffer  financial  loss,  we  therefore 
suggest  that  in  a  brief  time,  as  pub- 
lic sentiment  is  now  growing,  there 
will  be  a  largely  increased  market 
for  grape-juice,  the  pure  juice  of  the 
grape,  free  from  alcohol,  which  will 
pay  the  farmer  better  than  wine 
has  paid  him. 

John  L.  Nagle,  manager  of  the 
California  Fruit  Exchange,  says : 
"High  prices  are  paid  in  the  East 
for  grapes   to   manufacture  grape 


juice;  Concords  and  Catawbas  are 
contracted  for  at  $50  to  $120  per 
ton."  When  were  wine  grapes  ever 
sold  for  such  a  figure? 

Mr.  Nagle  further  declares  that 
the  Eastern  table  grapes  are  being 
so  largely  used  to  make  grape  juice, 
that  it  has  made  an  increased  mar- 
ket for  California  table  grapes  in 
the  East.  It  is  no  wonder  the  East- 
ern growers  sell  for  grape  juice 
when  the  price  is  so  much  higher. 

Mr.  Welch,  maker  of  the  famous 
Welch  grape  juice,  recently  de- 
clared that  his  sales  had  increased 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars  since 
Secretary  Bryan  has  popularized 
grape  juice.  He  is  planning  to  start 
a  new  factory  in  Washington  and 
probably  one  in  California. 

Prof.  Bioletti  of  the  Viticultural 
Department  of  the  State  University 
says  in  his  circular  on  grape  juice: 

"Any  grape  that  will  make  good 
wine  will  make  good  grape  juice." 

Hence,  the  wine  growers  will  not 
have  to  pull  up  their  vines.  Grape 
juice  has  grown  beyond  the  joke 
period. 

New  Process  Makes  Juice  Profitable 

Prof.  Monte  of  Italy  has  devised 
a  method  of  making  grape  juice 
by  a  freezing  process  that  makes 
the  juice  retain  all  the  flavor  of 
the  wine.  Grape  juice  can  be  so 
condensed  that  it  can  be  packed  and 
shipped  in  demijohns,  kegs  and  bar- 
rels, and  in  this  condensed  state  is 
kept  in  good  condition  as  long  as 
you  could  keep  molasses,  hence  it 
can  be  sold  more  cheaply  and  at  a 
great  profit. 

It  is  rumored  that  the  California 
Wine  Association  has  sent  to  Italv 
for  Prof.  Monte  to  come  to  Cali- 
fornia and  show  them  how  to  make 
grape  juice  by  this  new  process. 

Prohibition  of  the  manufacture 
of  intoxicating  liquors  is  coming  in 
this  nation,  then  grape  juice,  a 
healthful  and  invigorating  bever- 
age, will  be  America's  popular 
drink. 

When    strong    drink    has  been 


abolished,  the  sale  for  soft  drinks 
will  largely  increase  as  it  has  in 
other  prohibition  States. 

Dr.  Smith  Williams  in  his  great 
article  on  "Alcohol  and  the  Indi- 
vidual," shows  that  not  only  the 
abuse  but  the  use  of  alcoholic  liq- 
uors destroys  the  health  and  effi- 
ciency of  all  who  drink,  hence  in 
the  interest  of  health  and  efficiency 
we  should  outlaw  the  traffic  in  al- 
coholic drinks. 

The  wine  men  claims  that  the 
table  and  raisin  grape  men  are 
compelled  to  sell  their  second  crop 
to  the  winery.  They  had  better 
feed  them  to  hogs.  It  would  bring 
them  more  profit,  or  sell  them  for 
grape  juice. 

The  barley  and  hop  men  fear  a 
boycott  of  their  products,  which 
they  sell  largely  outside  the  State. 
This  could  not  be,  for  the  other 
States  depend  on  California  for 
these  products. 

Wine  Men  Make  Brandy. 

Most  of  our  large  wineries  are 
also  distilleries,  making  brandy. 
They  made  nearly  as  much  brandy 
as  dry  wine  last  year.  This  fact 
has  made  the  wine  men  make  com- 
mon cause  with  every  saloon  and 
roadhouse  in  California,  when  we 
were  trying  to  close  them.  Now 
they  ask  us  to  make  an  exception 
of  wine  and  drive  out  the  saloons. 

Let  the  wine  men  of  California 
start  by  the  initiative  an  amend- 
ment to  our  Constitution  closing 
every  saloon  in  California  and 
heartily  support  it,  then,  and  not 
till  then,  will  we  believe  they  are 
opposed  to  the  saloon,  or  to  any 
other  branch  of  the  liquor  traffic. 
The  liquor  men  cry  that  so  many 
buildings  will  be  idle,  and  rents 
lost  to  their  owners.  Experience 
proves  that  they  will  soon  be  rented 
for  legitimate  business  without  loss 
to  their  owners. 

Revenue  From  Vice. 

Some  plead  that  our  cities  need 
the  revenue  from  the  liquor  traffic. 
Whv  not  license  slaverv,  the  lot- 


tery, polygamy,  the  opium  traffic, 
gambling  and  prostitution?  They 
do  not  curse  humanity  equal  to  al- 
coholic liquor.  Would  you  be  will- 
ing to  accept  revenue  from  these 
vices?  No  nation  can  hope  for  per- 
manent prosperity  that  derives  its 
revenue  from  the  vices  of  its  people. 

For  every  dollar  of  revenue  re- 
ceived from  the  liquor  traffic,  we 
spend  about  six  dollars  to  care  for 
and  support  its  victims,  drunkards, 
criminals,  paupers,  etc. 

For  every  dollar  of  revenue  we 
secure  from  the  traffic,  the  people 
pay  twenty  dollars  to  support  the 
traffic  and  its  victims. 

The  United  States  Supreme 
Court  says  we  are  richer  without 
this  revenue,  as  follows: 

"If  a  loss  of  revenue  should  ac- 
crue to  the  United  States  from  a 
diminished  consumption  of  ardent 
spirits,  she  will  be  a  gainer  a 
thousand  fold  in  the  health,  wealth 
and  happiness  of  her  people."  (Li- 
cense Cases  vs.  Howard,  46  U.  S. 
Supreme  Court,  page  573.) 

Money  Their  Only  Argument. 

The  only  defense  of  the  liquor 
traffic  in  California  as  elsewhere  is 
money.  Its  friends  will  admit  that 
the  traffic  is  against  the  public  wel- 
fare, but  money  that  is  invested  in 
the  curse  and  that  is  made  out  of 
the  curse  must  be  protected.  The 
only  argument  thus  far  made  by  the 
wine  men  and  others  against  pro- 
hibition is  the  money  argument.  Is 
there  not  something  else  in  Califor- 
nia that  is  worth  more  than  money, 
and  that  money  cannot  buy?  What 
price  do  you  put  on  your  boy  or  girl? 

We  must  put  moral  values  above 
material.  If  millions  of  money  were 
lost  in  destroying  the  liquor  traffic, 
yet  it  must  be  destroyed  because  the 
traffic  destroys  morals  and  men. 

The  wine  men  plead  for  money, 
we  plead  for  men.  Put  the  man 
above  the  dollar.  Wine  men  cry: 
"Protect  our  industry,"  we  cry: 
"Protect  the  boys  and  girls  of  Cali- 
fornia, our  best  capital." 


Vote  YES  on  California  Dry  Amendments  November  3, 1914 
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[  By  EDWARD   E.   COTHRAN  [ 

iiiiiiillililliiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniinuiniiiiiiiiiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii  inn  iinilin  rain  inwima  MnniMMIMII  nmm  ■— IIMIIHIMIIIIIIIMIIIII  


AN  IMPARTIAL  examination  of  the  proposition  to  prohibit  by 
law  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  as  a  bever- 
age presents  many  difficulties.  Similar  obstacles  are  generally 
encountered  in  the  discussion  of  all  other  questions  that  involve  the 
physical  appetites  and  desires. 

Use  and  abuse,  temperance  and  vice,  seem  to  be  deeply  ingrained 
in  human  nature. 

Persons  of  intelligence  and  sincerity  often  radically  disagree  in 
their  conclusions  concerning  the  treatment  of  these  matters;  and  no 
permanent  solution  may  be  reached  through  acrimony  and  rancor.. 
The  facts,  from  which  we  may  get  the  whole  truth,  must  be  sought 
and  faced  if  ever  we  arc  to  compass  wise  ends. 

The  manifest  honesty  of  the  majority  of  those  who  arc  at  present 
unable  to  agree  should  be  frankly  recognized. 

The  fanatical  nature  of  certain  prohibitionists  and  the  vicious 
greed  of  certain  liquor  dealers  should  be  kept  in  mind,  but  as  men 
should  not  be  deemed  irrational  or  immoral  because  they  demand  a 
restriction  of  the  use  of  alcohol,  so  neither  should  men  be  denounced 
because  their  occupations  and  fortunes  are  in  a  business  allowed  by 
law,  however  much  that  law  be  condemned. 

The  evils  which  result  from  excess  in  the  use  of  liquor  cannot  be 
denied,  although  they  arc  often  exaggerated. 

Where  all  citizens,  in  some  fashion,  arc  so  gravely  concerned, 
malice  should  retire  from  the  mind,  hatred  should  leave  the  heart, 
anger  should  not  stain  the  soul.  All  who  vole  should  strive  to  do  so 
in  the  spirit  of  reason  and  justice. 

Between  the  millions  who  demand,  buy  and  consume,  upon  the  one 
hand,  and  the  thousands  who  manufacture,  supply  and  sell,  upon 
the  other,  there  is  a  generous  philosophy  of  right. 

Broad-minded  men  and  women,  moderate  in  action  and  speech, 
who  know  life,  who  measure  the  present  and  past,  who  look  to  the 
future  with  unclouded  eyes,  who  realize  error,  who  yearn  for  recti- 
tude, who  love  liberty  without  license,  who  believe  much  in  evolution 
and  but  little  in  revolution,  who  hope  through  education  and  science 
rather  than  emotionalism  and  superstition  for  the  development  of 
the  race;  we  may  safely  trust  to  most  wisely  ad  just  or  settle  the  liquor 
question. 

At  the  outset,  it  is  foreseen  that  the  problem  cannot  be  speedily 
or  ideally  settled  by  any  power.  The  very  constitution  of  human 
nature  forbids  that  hope.  To  discern  a  wrong  is  not  to  discover  an 
immediate  or  infallible  remedy,  To  detect  and  denounce  an  evil  does 
not  infer  the  knowledge  and  power  to  forthwith  cure  it,  even  in  the 
most  despotic  form  of  government,  much  less  in  a  democracy.  Is 
intemperance  to  be  cured  by  simple  prohibition?  Is  the  drunkard 
to  be  destroyed  by  force? 

Morality  Not  Made  by  Law 

The  answer  is  clear:  a  people  may  make  moral  laws  but  laws  can- 
not make  moral  people.    Dynamite  is  not  medicine  for  disease. 

There  are  many  ailments  which  the  surgeon,  however  honest,  can- 
not relieve.  The  light  <»r  the  brain,  the  self-control  of  the  person, 
which  makes  for  decency  in  living,  cannot  be  ravished. 
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The  desire  for  drink,  for  some  kind  of  stimulant,  will  not  cease 
upon  I  lie  enactment  of  paper  ordinances  and  laws.  If  we  drive  nature 
out  of  doors  with  a  pitchfork,  she  will  sneak  hack  through  a  for- 
gotten window  or  crevice. 

No  government,  thus  far,  except  possibly  under  military  orders, 
has  been  able  to  suppress  the  physical  appetites  and  desires  of  any 
large  mass  of  its  people  for  a  given  heverage  without  the  substitution 
of  a  better  one. 

Consumers  of  liquor  or  of  narcotics,  in  some  form  or  manner, 
often  outnumber  the  total  abstainers,  while  drunkards  or  "fiends" 
arc  few  in  comparison  with  either  of  the  other  classes. 

While  this  is  so,  there  can  be  little  genuine  enforcement  of  pro- 
hibitory laws,  since  there  is  no  real  power  behind  them. 

Even  where  there  is  a  considerable  body  of  moderate  drinkers,  pro- 
hihition  must  fail  in  its  broad  purpose  to  wholly  stop  the  use  of  in- 
toxicating liquors. 

Destroys  Pure  Liquors 

Bui  it  must  he  admitted  that  prohibition  generally  succeeds  in  de- 
stroying pure  liquors,  especially  those  possessing  bulk  like  wine  and 
beer.  Prohibition  likewise  is  often  successful  in  driving  honest  men 
out  of  business. 

Let  us  see  what  actually  happens  under  sweeping  prohibition  laws. 
First,  all  those  who  by  habitual  intoxication  have  abused  their  liberh 
and  disturbed  the  peace  of  others  continue  in  their  wonted  habits— 
the  drunkard  will  have  his  dram  no  matter  how,  while  main  of  those 
who  had  previously  exercised  self-control  will  exert  themselves  to 
pluck  the  "forbidden  apple." 

The  child  will  cry  for  the  interdicted  toy.  The  honest  liquor  dealer 
is  bankrupted  and  driven  from  business;  he  obeys  the  law,  hut  his 
surrendered  place  is  not  left  vacant,  for  invariably  the  criminal,  with 
greed  intensified  by  the  premium  of  demand,  scorns  the  dangers  of 
detection  and  conviction. 

Healthful  liquors,  those  containing  only  such  quantities  of  alcohol 
as  nature  blends  and  retains  in  well-aged  wine  or  beer,  for  preserva- 
tion purposes,  arc  destroyed.  Chemical  compounds  of  ardent  spirits 
poisonous  decoctions,  capable  of  quick  and  cheap  manufacture  and 
ready  concealment,  are  sold  by  criminals. 

Prohibition  Means  Harmful  Drugs 

An  exception  to  this  rule  of  lawlessness  is  the  "scientific"  gentle- 
man, who  frequently  foments  prohibition  agitations,  the  respectable 
medical  doctor  or  druggist,  who  prescribes  or  doles  out  "the  best 
article,"  "not  for  beverage  purposes."  For  whiskey,  brandy,  gin  or 
rum,  he  sells  a  fiery  and  inexpensive  compound.  For  port  "wine  he 
dispenses  logwood  chips.  For  claret,  he  purveys  a  watery  mixture 
of  tannic  and  acetic  acids  with  some  cheap  coloring  matter 

The  evils  of  the  liquor  trafTic,  which  are  greatest  in  secret  places 
instead  of  being  subjected  to  open  regulation  and  wise  control  will' 
under  harsh  prohibition  laws,  be  aggravated  by  fanatic  espionage' 
ax-eating  spies,  petty  evasions,  miserable  duplicitv,  and  contempt  for 
the  government,  which  has  never  been  powerful  enough  to  measure- 

(3) 


ably  enforce  such  decrees  against  any  considerable  minority  of  people. 

Too  much  stress  is  laid  by  the  honest  prohibitionist  upon  what  he 
terms  "the  supreme  iniquity,"  for  he  is  assuredly  mistaken  in  the 
belief  he  entertains  in  this  regard. 

Other  Evils  That  Afflict  Mankind 

A  brief  reflection  will  convince  us  that  all  the  evils  of  life  com- 
bined do  not  produce  more  misery  than  the  abuse,  intemperate  use, 
or  perversion  of  the  reproductive  functions;  yet,  the  sexual  passion 
is  simply  a  desire  of  the  person,  like  the  appetite  for  food  and  drink. 
When  we  contemplate  the  adulteries  of  married  persons,  as  well  as 
their  excessive  indulgences,  the  self-pollutions  among  the  unmarried 
of  both  sexes,  the  disease-generating  prostitutes,  the  seductions  and 
rapes,  and  the  horrible  perversions  of  degenerates;  when  we  discern 
that  some  of  these  things  arc  in  the  lives  of  untold  millions — are  we 
not  bound  to  admit  that  more  crimes,  more  suffering,  more  unhappi- 
ness  and  more  social  disturbances  arise  from  the  abuse  of  this  physical 
function  than  from  any  other  agencies  or  sources? 

The  abuses  of  the  reproductive  instinct  are  not  less,  but  rather 
more  marked  in  Prohibition  countries,  like  Turkey  and  India,  so  that 
abstinence  from  liquor  must  be  eliminated  as  their  proximate  cause. 
In  the  face  of  these  sad  facts,  a  proposition  that  would  go  further 
than  the  Kugenic  platitudes,  such  as  the  enforcement  of  celibacy  by 
law,  would  arouse  universal  laughter. 

The  most  violent  radical  would  at  once  declare  that  while  celibacy 
might  be  an  excellent  thing  for  the  criminal  and  diseased  classes,  the 
matter  could  not  be  controlled  by  mere  legislation;  that  the  wrongs 
sought  to  be  avoided  in  one  direction  would  simply  be  multiplied  in 
other  directions  by  meddlesome  edicts. 

Let  us  also,  for  the  light  shed  upon  the  main  question  here,  con- 
sider other  evils  that  afflict  mankind. 

Impure  food,  foul  water,  vitiated  air,  cruel  overstrain  upon  mental 
and  manual  workers,  deadly  climates,  malign  forces  of  nature,  floods, 
fires,  earthquakes,  famines,  droughts,  plagues,  wars,  superstition  and 
ignorance;  all  these,  some  preventable,  others  inexorable,  contribute 
to  our  sorrows.  Yet,  nothing,  practically,  has  ever  been  accomplished 
toward  the  abatement  or  amelioration  of  any  of  these  evils  by  the 
enactment  of  laws;  but  all  our  relief  has  come  from  science,  inven- 
tion and  enlightened  religious  sentiment. 


All  Races  Use  Stimulants 

The  prohibitionist,  ignoring  natural  laws  as  well  as  human  nature, 
first  decides  that  no  beverage  containing  alcohol  is  fit  for  consump- 
tion, and  then  proposes  by  a  majority  vote  to  force  his  opinion  upon 
others. 

Let  us  make  the  sweeping  concession,  not  because  it  is  true  but 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  prohibition  will  eradicate  alcohol  as  an 
element  in  beverages.  What  then".'  We  answer  that  to  banish  the 
stimuli  that  are  now  used  in  moderation  by  millions,  where  abuse  is 
the  exception  among  thousands,  you  do  but  gain  something  worse 
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than  alcoholic  beverages  as  substitutes,  assuming  that  the  "drinks" 
of  the  people  of  United  States  are  wholly  injurious. 

The  simple  truth  is  that  the  Hindoo  seeks  nepenthe  in  hasheesh 
for  his  nerves,  the  Chinese  writhes  yellow  with  opium,  the  Arab  and 
Turk  get  "drunken"  with  coffee  and  drugs,  the  Mexican  seeks  con- 
solation in  pulque  and  mescal,  the  Japanese  is  exhilarated  will,  tea 
and  saki,  the  German  strengthens  his  nerves  with  bier,  the  Frenchman 
and  Italian  sparkle  with  song,  wit  and  wine,  the  British  seem  to  have 
an  elective  affinity  for  everything  that  is  fluid.  Some  kind  of  stimulus 
appears  in  the  demands  of  every  race  upon  the  globe. 

Alcohol,  it  has  been  positively  proven,  in  small  quantities  is  cx- 
hilarative  and  then  somewhat  narcotic,  while  in  large  quantities  it  is 
highly  excitant  and  afterward  painful  in  reaction. 

In  the  first  case,  it  rests  the  mind  from  weariness  by  abolishing 
disturbing  trains  of  thought.  In  the  second  instance,  its  final  effect 
is  to  deaden  and  destroy  the  mental  processes  or  their  integrity. 

The  sense  of  well-being,  the  relief  from  worry  and  strain,  the 
actual  good  that  light  alcoholic  beverages  create  in  the  mind  and  body 
should  not  be  lost  to  view  because  of  the  injury  resultant  from  too 
much  alcohol  in  drinks. 

Wine  a  Temperance  Drink 

It  is  plain  that  there  is  least  excess  among  those  peoples  who  use 
light  alcoholic  beverages  like  wine  and  beer,  while  there  is  greatest 
excess  among  those  peoples  who  use  narcotics  like  opium,  anesthetics 
like  hasheesh,  or  stimulants  like  brandy  and  absinthe. 

It  is  also  clear  that  the  prohibition  of  one  stimulant  or  narcotic 
invariably  results  in  the  substitution  of  another  for  better  or  worse. 

Sensible  regulation  and  intelligent  discrimination  concerning  the 
manufacture,  purchase  and  sale  of  alcoholic  beverages,  instead  of  an 
impossible  prohibition,  are  to  be  desired. 

Nothing  is  more  certain,  however,  than  that  prohibition  will  in- 
deed prohibit  the  honest  and  open  sale  of  the  best  stimulants  and 
admit  the  criminal  disposition  of  the  worst. 

To  outlaw  wine  and  beer  is  to  give  chemical  whiskey,  brandy,  gin 
and  rum  a  larger  sale! 

While  millions  create  the  demand  for  a  stimulus,  there  is  no  work- 
able law  that  will  prevent  some  sort  of  a  supply. 

A  majority  vote  in  favor  of  prohibition  is  as  ineffectual  against  a 
considerable  minority  as  would  be  a  majority  vote  to  establish  one 
kind  of  public  worship  among  a  people  of  divergent  beliefs.  Men 
will  hide  in  catacombs  for  other  reasons  than  that  of  religion. 

Prohibition  of  alcoholic  or  narcotic  beverages,  based  upon  a  ma- 
jority vote,  will  prove  as  idle  as  prohibition  of  prostitution  has  ever 
been  in  Christendom. 

Drunkards  Relatively  Few 

The  chief  evil  of  drink  is  drunkenness  with  its  accompanying 
weaknesses.  Hence,  if  the  comparatively  small  number  of  habitual 
inebriates — not  to  exceed  fifty  out  of  one  thousand  persons  who 
drink — cannot  now  be  stayed  by  the  laws  which  for  decades  have 
proscribed  their  excesses,  how  may  we  hope  to  prohibit  nine  hundred 
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and  fifty  individuals  from  following  their  will  to  either  abstain  or 
moderately  indulge? 

ll  is  a  vain  opinion  that  would  outlaw  the  natural  rights  and 
desires  of  the  many  because  of  the  foolish  indulgence  of  the  few!  It 
is  worse  than  folly,  it  is  wicked  stupidity,  to  abandon  moral  free 
will,  one's  liberty  to  partake  or  abstain  alcoholic  beverages — to  yield 
Erne's  personal  control  and  manhood,  to  surrender  one's  right  to  pursue 
pleasure,  comfort  and  happiness  in  one's  own  way,  because  there  are 
drunkards  in  the  land. 

Prohibition,  when  analyzed,  in  effect  declares  that,  although  mil- 
lions in  America  daily  find  satisfaction,  rest  and  repose  in  the  glass 
without  Wrong  or  harm,  they  must  all  nevertheless  yield  their  liberty 
for  the  supposed  benefit  and  because  of  some  thousands  who  abuse 
their  freedom.  The  free  are  to  voluntarily  enslave  themselves  because 
some  are  incompetent  to  enjoy  freedom! 

Th  great  multitude  of  honorable  men  who  control  their  lives  in 
decency  are  to  be  dishonored  because  of  a  comparatively  small  num- 
ber who  are  void  of  honor,  self-control  or  decency. 

The  healthy  are  to  he  quarantined  with  the  diseased  for  the 
imagined  good  of  all:  the  strong  are  to  be  put  in  a  steel  cage  with 
the  weaklings.  The  right  of  all  who  are  rational  to  exercise  their 
choice  is  to  be  denied  because  some  have  lost  their  power  of  choice. 

The  few  who  make  a  vice  or  crime  of  their  liberty  to  drink  are  to 
cause  the  many,  who  drink  with  pleasure  and  without  harm,  to  be 
interdicted  or  pursued  as  criminals.  Upright  men  are  no  longer  to 
supply  sober  and  orderly  patrons,  but  criminal  venders  upon  the 
policeman's  immune  list,  where  blackmail  is  paid  instead  of  revenue 
to  the  state,  are  to  dispense  the  most  poisonous  compounds  to  the 
same  old  "drunks"  and  whatever  they  can  impose  upon  a  growing 
army  of  sneaks. 

Hoys,  who  now  never  enter  a  saloon,  are,  by  reason  of  human 
curiosity  and  Datura!  opposition  to  harsh  and  Puritanical  commands, 
likely  to  learn  how  "to  buck  the  blind  tiger." 

Absurd  Statements  About  Liquor 

It  would  he  most  astonishing,  were  it  not  so  common,  to  hear  the 
numberless  absurd  statements  made  about  liquor,  among  which  the 
one  oftenest  repeated  is  that  liquor  is  responsible  for  nearly  every 
crime.  The  truth  is  that  large  as  is  the  number  of  crimes  associated 
with  the  abuse  of  liquor,  there  is  the  grossest  exaggeration  in  this 
direction.  The  criminal  and  lunatic  are  invariably  presumed  by  the 
prohibitionist  to  be  such  by  reason  of  drink. 

We  have  already  shown  that  far  more  crime,  and  we  might  have 
well  added  insanity,  is  caused  by  sexual  violations  than  from  all 
other  things  combined. 

Now,  if  it  can  be  proven  that  in  prohibition  countries  like  Turkey 
and  India  there  are  less  criminals  and  insane  per  capita  than  in  non- 
prohibition  countries,  there  would  be  a  more  logical  aspect  to  the 
assertions  of  the  prohibitionist. 

In  any  event,  this  favorite  argument  of  the  prohibitionist  has  one 
element  of  truth  to  which  every  fair  mind  will  lend  assent,  and  this 
is  that  no  one  can  object  to  prohibiting  the  known  criminal  or  lunatic 
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from  buying  intoxicating  liquor,  since,  like  the  habitual  drunkard, 
he  has  already  given  proof  of  inability  to  abide  by  reason  or  law. 

We  may  add  in  tliis  connection  that  tbc  records  of  insane  asylums 
will  show  "that  religious  delusions  and  mania  number  as  many  unfor- 
tunate victims  (total  abstainers,  too),  as  alcohol.  Yet,  bow  utterly 
devoid  of  penetration  and  knowledge  Of  the  needs  of  the  human  bcart 
is  be  Who  denies  the  incalculable  good  that  exists  in  religion.  And. 
who  but  the  bigoted  sectarian  would  invoke  the  state's  power  to  force 
or  prohibit  any  religion?  How  puerile,  because  men  have  committed 
countless  crimes  or  become  insane  because  of  their  religion,  to  attempt 
to  interfere  with  religion  by  prohibitive  laws! 

The  prohibitionist  is  an  adept  in  professions  of  moral  excellent  e, 
and  a  notorious  expert  keeper  of  his  weak,  inferior  or  criminal 
brother's  conscience.  He  is  a  loud  protagonist,  likewise,  of  the  so- 
called  "Stainless  Flag,"  and  frequently  likens  his  policy  to  that  of 
the  Old-time  abolitionists.  Nevertheless,  there  is  no  parallel  between 
the  prohibition  crusade  and  the  anti-slavery  cause.  Slavery  is  forced 
upon  the  person.  The  right  to  drink  or  not  to  drink  is  left  to  the  will 
of  the  individual  where  there  is  no  prohibitory  law.  It  is  in  the 
latter  case  where  there  is  prohibition  law  that  an  effort  is  made  not 
to  abolish  but  to  impose  a  species  of  "slavery"  upon  men. 

It  is  earnestly  contended  by  prohibitionists  that,  inasmuch  as  laws 
against  such  high  crimes  as  murder,  robbery,  arson  and  bribery  arc 
necessary  and  to  a  large  extent  enforceable,  a  prohibition  law  will 
prove  likewise  salutary. 

The  mistake  of  sucb  reasoning  is  palpable  when  we  remember  that 
the  high  crimes  mentioned  are  never  sustained  by  any  public  senti- 
ment, are  only  committed  by  an  insignificant  number  of  persons  and 
that  nearly  all  the  members  of  civilized  society  woidd  abstain  from 
their  commission  were  there  no  laws  enacted  or  enforced  by  gov- 
ernment upon  the  subject. 

Education  Necessary 

Mere  vices,  such  as  gluttony,  alcoholism,  narcotism  and  kindred 
overindulgences,  should  be  and  in  the  end  will  be  left  largely  to  the 
ban  of  general  moral  sentiment,  education  and  self-control.  Other- 
wise, the  clear  rights  of  adult  persons  to  use  their  freedom  to  eat, 
drink,  smoke,  chew,  dress,  etc.,  must  be  denied,  and  government 
turned  into  a  nursery.  Sucb  a  denial  can  only  be  justified  in  the 
cases  of  the  mentally  incompetent,  the  child,  the  criminal  and  the 
habitual  drunkard.  There  are  and  must  forever  be  baneful  things 
which  cannot  be  altered  or  mitigated  by  laws.  Problems  presented 
for  social  solution  are  often  very  complex  and  difficult,  and  it  is 
now  dawning  upon  the  more  exalted  minds  that  the  evils  of  prostitu- 
tion, for  instance,  cannot  be  solved  or  cured  by  the  old  methods  of 
scorn,  ostracism,  hypocrisy  and  legal  prohibition.  Once,  be  it  re- 
membered, a  hypocritical  mob  pursued  an  unfortunate  into  the  pres- 
ence of  the  Nazarenc.  Tbc  beautiful  finger  of  that  sublime  character 
still  points  a  solemn  warning  to  the  world's  Puritans  and  Pharisees 
who  condemned  the  woman.  And,  after  two  thousand  years  of  the 
law-maker's  "Thou  shalt  not,"  no  man  can  improve  the  tender  and 
august  sentence:  "do  and  sin  no  more." 
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The  lesson  thus  taught  us  is  that  while  we  should  set  a  firm  face 
against  wrong-doing,  we  are  not  to  judge  harshly  or  deal  despotically 
with  those  who  may  often  be  "more  sinned  against  than  sinning." 

Applying  the  principle  to  the  liquor  traffic,  let  us  first  learn  what 
responsibility  exists  in  those  who  create  the  demand  for  too  much 
alcohol — those  in  front  of  the  bar — before  we  denounce  those  who 
supply  that  demand  those  behind  the  bar.  Let  us  learn  how  and 
whom  to  prohibit,  the  confirmed  drunkards  and  those  who  sell  to 
them. 

Prohibit  the  drunkard,  if  you  can,  he  deserves  to  have  taken  away 
the  liberty  he  abuses;  but  do  not  ask  free  men  to  abandon  their  liberty 
which  they  have  in  no  wise  forfeited. 

Remember  that  no  man  is  forced  to  drink,  that  the  real  drunkard- 
maker  is  the  drunkard  himself.  Beware  of  the  government  that  pun- 
ishes the  innocent  and  enslaves  the  free  because  of  those  who  are 
not  innocent  or  free.  The  man  who  surrenders  his  manhood  to  the 
craving  of  his  body  is  neither  good  nor  valuable  enough  to  society 
that  his  weakness  or  vice  should  be  the  means  of  depriving  countless 
other  men  of  pleasure,  rest,  satisfaction  and  the  good  they  derive  from 
their  beverages. 


Wine  in  Biblical  Days 

Prohibition  laws  always  quite  naturally  make  certain  exceptions 
in  favor  of  liquor  for  "medicinal  purposes"  and  "communion  rites." 
With  the  former,  I  have  already  dealt;  willi  the  latter,  I  wish  to  re- 
mark that  each  church  is  the  proper  judge  of  its  own  doctrines  and 
sacraments.  I  do  not  criticise  any  belief  in  expressing  regret  that 
there  should  be  any  discordant  opinions  about  "communion  wine,"  as 
that  ii  must  lie  fermented  or  unfermented. 

It  is  rather  unfortunate  that  we  possess  no  scientific  knowledge  of 
the  nature  of  the  wine  used  at  the  wedding  feast  of  Cana,  or  of  that 
which  St.  Paul  advised  us  to  partake  "for  our  stomach's  sake  and 
other  often  infirmities,"  or  of  that  upon  which  Noah  was  over- 
stimulated  upon  a  certain  occasion,  or  of  that  which  is  pronounced 
"a  mocker,"  or  of  that  which  "maketh  glad  the  heart  of  man."  We 
should  most  assuredly  not  condemn  that  wine  which  was  thus  divinely 
approved,  while  it  would  he  our.  duty  to  shun  that  which  was  dis- 
approved. 

However,  we  are  given  fairly  good  directions  by  the  Scriptures  in 
the  matter.  We  are  warned  against  wine  too  young;  bidden  not  to 
"tarry  at  the  wine  when  it  is  red  or  yellow,"  and  we  are  plainly  in- 
formed that  "strong  drink  is  raging,"  that  too  large  per  cent  of  alcohol 
in  drink  is  bad  for  a  beverage,  to  "put  not  new  wine  in  old  bottles." 

So  far  as  the  Bible  informs  us,  it  seems  that  temperance,  which  in- 
volves the  exercise  of  man's  "free  will"  to  indulge  or  abstain,  is  dis- 
tinctly upheld  as  against  prohibition,  which  denies  all  personal  election 
in  the  matter. 
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Alcohol  of  Untold  Value 

Passing  the  information  afforded  us  by  Revelation,  science  certainly 
holds  that  all  intoxicants  may  be  and  often  are  dangerous  when  im- 
moderately used.  Still,  the  perilous  principle  of  beverages,  alcohol,  is 
an  article  of  untold  value  to  mankind.  Alcohol  has  a  thousand  utilities 
in  our  modern  life.  Science  prescribes  it  as  the  base  of  three-fourths 
of  materia  medico.  While  in  itself,  alcohol  is  poisonous,  yet  it  is  not 
so  in  certain  compounds  and  states.  Science  derives  alcohol  from  sub- 
stances that  constitute  much  of  the  best  foods  for  man  and  beast,  such 
as  cereals,  fruits  and  vegetables. 

Whether  or  not  the  processes  of  digestion  are  generative  of  minute 
quantities  of  alcohol  is  an  open  question;  but  there  is  no  douht  that 
the  previous  fermentation  of  certain  drinks  and  foods,  say  grape-juice 
into  wine,  and  cabbage  into  sauer  kraut,  renders  such  drinks  and 
foods  far  more  digestible  and  healthful. 

While  science  forbids  the  abuse  of  alcohol,  it  does  not  forbid  its 
use  either  internally  or  externally. 

It  is  only  the  strongest  stomach  that  can  digest  raw  un fermented 
grape-juice  and  cabbage,  while  well-aged  wine  or  properly  prepared 
saner-kraut  may  be  safely  taken  by  the  confirmed  dyspeptic  often  to 
his  lasting  benefit.  How  rarely  do  we  find  dyspepsia  among  the  Italian 
or  German  peoples! 

In  fine,  alcohol,  like  fire  and  water,  is  at  once  a  good  servant  and 
a  bad  master.  It  is  indispensable.  But  where  and  how  may  we  draw 
the  line  in  the  use  and  abuse  of  alcoholic  liquors?  When  and  how 
does  liquor  aid  body  and  mind  or  injure  them?  Similarly,  we  might 
well  ask  when  and  how  do  foods  accelerate  life  or  hasten  death?  How- 
may  a  man  avoid  digging  his  grave  with  his  teeth?  We  must  answer 
these  questions  truthfully  or  we  had  better  not  ask  the  questions  at 
all.  We  may  hope  nothing  if  we  permit  sentiment  to  urge  sumptuary 
and  despotic  laws  in  lieu  of  calm-pulsed  reason  and  scientific  educa- 
tion. Violent  agitations  by  prohibitionists,  equally  savage  counter- 
attacks by  ignorant  and  vicious  purveyors  of  hard  drink,  resulting  in 
alternations  of  "dry"  and  "wet,"  according  to  the  fluctuant  inclination 
of  a  majority  of  noses  from  year  to  year,  are  doubtless  the  sure  sign 
of  the  necessity  for  more  rational  treatment  of  the  liquor  question. 
Hut,  the  time  should  soon,  if  not  now,  be  ripe  for  a  permanent  and 
workable  solution  of  the  problem. 

The  experience  of  mankind,  in  older  and  better  amalgamated  so- 
cieties, must  be  fairly  reckoned  with  if  we  arc  to  do  that  which  is 
best  and  wisest. 

We  cannot  abolish  food  nor  cease  eating  because  of  the  excesses 
that  produce  the  glutton,  the  jaundiced,  the  over-fed  and  the  diseased. 

The  trouble  here,  as  there,  is  too  profound,  too  widespread,  too 
overwhelming.  And,  as  with  the  sex  problem,  the  evils  cannot  all  be 
prevented  by  law,  not  a  tithe  of  them. 

We  must  remember  that  the  majority  of  mankind  have  continually 
grown  better,  not  from  verbal  or  legal  denunciations  of  their  infirmity 
and  vice,  but  from  larger  liberty  and  increased  knowledge. 

What,  then,  can  be  wisely  attempted  to  better  the  situation? 

We  can,  if  we  will,  learn  very  much  from  Europe,  our  mother 
country,  in  this  matter. 
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Drunkenness  Rare  in  Wine  Drinking  Countries 

In  France,  Italy,  Germany  aiul  Austria,  tlic  people  have  universally 
for  centuries  partaken  of  wine  and  beer  with  drunkenness  reduced  to 
an  unimportant  minimum.  In  France,  to  be  sure,  when  the  destruction 
of  the  vineyards  by  phylloxera  caused  a  dearth  of  wine,  and  when  par- 
ticularly after  the  advent  of  the  "idle  rich"  from  other  countries,  the 
consumption  of  absinthe  in  Paris  grew  quite  alarming. 

But,  with  the  rehabilitation  of  the  vine  upon  resistant  roots,  the 
olden  conditions  of  sobriety  have  generally  returned,  except,  possibly, 
among  a  small  number  who  have  ruined  their  habits  of  temperance  by 
the  use  of  hard  liquor  and  absinthe. 

Thus,  in  France,  we  note  proof  of  the  fact  that  deprivation  of  light 
and  excellent  beverages,  like  the  real  wines,  induces  excess  with 
"strong  drink."  This  fact,  too,  applies  to  many  of  the  American  states 
where  whiskey  has  long  been  the  popular  drink,  and  where  the  evils 
thereby  produced  have  resulted  in  powerful  movements  in  favor  of 
prohibition.  The  average  American,  it  is  to  be  regretted,  has  not  yet 
learned  "to  take  a  little  wine  for  his  stomach's  sake  and  other  often 
infirmities." 

In  Italy,  over  three  thousand  years  ago,  there  was  vinted  the  lovely 
Falcrian  wine.  Italy,  justice  bids  us  record,  has  been  one  of  the 
mothers  and  moulders  of  Caucasian  civilization.  Italy's  genius  not  only 
discovered  this  continent,  hut  her  Galileo  first  discerned  the  real 
heavens.  When  we  think  of  electricity,  we  recall  Volta,  Galvini,  Zeri 
and  Marconi.  When  we  meditate  religion,  we  remember  the  long  line 
of  Popes.  When  we  admire  art,  we  see  the  beatitudes  of  Da  Vinci, 
Angclo  and  Raphael.  When  wc  are  enraptured  witli  music,  a  host  of 
composers  and  singers  reveal  to  us  their  transcendent  beauty.  The 
Italian  is,  with  few  exceptions,  a  consumer  of  wine  at  his  meals,  and 
in  health,  fecundity  and  strength  he  compares  favorably  with  any 
race  in  the  world.  It  is  worthy  of  especial  note  that  as  the  oldest  wine- 
drinker,  save  the  Hebrew,  he  has  not  been  destroyed  by  the  "accursed 
alcohol." 

Food  For  Thought 

The  Teutonic  peoples  are  certainly  possessed  of  great  vigor  and 
energy;  and  in  Norway,  Sweden,  Denmark,  Holland,  Austria  and  Ger- 
many, much  of  the  world's  most  precious  intellectual  development  has 
transpired.  The  great  chemists  and  engineers  and  musical  composers 
produced  by  these  countries  cannot  be  eliminated  from  memory. 

Tacitus  records  in  his  Germanicus,  in  the  early  dawn  of  Christianity 
that  these  peoples  were  "noted  for  their  courage  and  consumption 
of  beer."  From  the  remote  centuries  when  the  Roman  historian 
thus  wiiilc.  down  to  the  present  day,  it  cannot  he  t  ruth  full  \  said  thai 
the  Teutons  have  declined  in  either  physical  or  mental  power. 

Ought  we  not  ponder  these  undeniable  facts  long  and  well  before 
we  join  the  hysterical  and  semi-theological  movement  whose  purpose 
is  to  confiscate  and  destroy  the  brewery  and  bier-garten? 

In  Berlin,  prior  to  the  most  sorrowful  of  all  wars,  there  was  less 
whiskey  and  brandy  consumed,  more  beer  drank,  and  less  drunkenness, 
per  capita,  than  anywhere  else  on  earth. 
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Since  the  present  war,  we  find  thai  Russia  has  prohibited  vodka, 
a  hard  drink  of  very  high  alcoholic  content;  hut  we  do  not  find  that 
France  and  Italy  have  prohibited  wine,  or  (hat  Germany  and  Austria 
have  banned  beer.  Who  can  doubt  that  if  wine  and  beer  in  any  wise 
Impaired  the  efficiency  of  the  peoples  to  endure  the  frightful  war 

now  going  on  that  prohibition  would  at  once  be  ordered  as  a  military 
necessity?  The  very  reasons  that  dictated  prohibition  of  vodka  would 
be  invoked  against  wine  and  beer  if  such  reasons  had  any  proper  ap- 
plicability Or  wisdom  in  the  latter  case. 

In  Prance  and  Italy,  the  supply  of  beverages  has  long  been  largely 

through  cafes,  hotels,  restaurants  and  household  means.  Drunkenness 
in  those  countries  is  generally  condemned,  hut  very  rare. 

Little  Drunkenness  in  Germany  and  France 

The  comparatively  few  habitual  drunkards  in  Germany  are  not 
treated  solely  as  "victims  of  the  rum-seller"  by  sickly  sent imenlalists. 
They  are  first  firmly  counseled  by  a  magistrate,  and  if  Ibis  prove  un- 
availing they  are  sternly  punished,  or  sometimes  finally  committed  to 
disgraceful  confinement  as  unfit  for  the  society  of  free  men. 

Prohibition  in  Germany,  if  it  may  be  so  called,  is  enforced  in  the 
proper  place  in  the  right  manner  upon  the  man  who,  by  his  abuses, 
has  forfeited  his  freedom.  The  German  would  consider  as  very  stupid 
and  despotic  a  law  that  would  require  many  men  who  are  always 
sober  to  abstain  because  there  were  a  few  men  who  are  habitually 
drunken . 

The  Frenchman,  truly  the  wittiest  and  most  cheerful  soul  on  the 
sphere,  with  a  genius  of  proud  and  beautiful  scope,  would  be  con- 
vulsed with  merriment  over  some  of  our  spectacled,  sour-visaged 
Puritans.  Artist  and  chef,  dreamer  and  doer  of  great  deeds,  industrious 
and  economical,  rich  and  joyous,  selective  of  the  best  the  world  can 
afford,  his  gay  capital  (save  for  the  war),  "an  enormous  pendulum 
of  civilization,"  the  brother  of  Voltaire  and  Moliere,  of  Pasteur  and 
Hugo,  of  hosts  of  the  gifted  and  great;  have  we,  whose  government 
he  helped  create,  nothing  to  learn  from  him?  To  live  and  love,  laugh 
and  dine  and  wine  like  a  Frenchman!  Should  an  American,  with  red 
blood  in  his  veins,  want  to  force  by  law  such  a  superb  spirit  as  our 
Latin  friend? 

Wine-Drinking  Countries  Supreme 

It  is  not  an  accidental  but  most  significant  fact  that,  in  art  and 
music,  where  delicacy  of  feeling  and  inspiration  are  required,  the 
wine-  and  beer-drinking  peoples  are  supreme,  and  the  whiskey-imbibing 
peoples  are  inferior.  This  has  been  evident  for  centuries.  While  in 
teetotal  countries  like  Turkey  and  India,  there  are  innumerable  proofs 
of  moral  insensibility  and  degeneracy,  such  as  fierce  and  clannish 
persecution,  polygamy  and  child-marriage. 

It  is  a  fact  which  cannot  be  overstated  that  strong  and  free  men 
are  not  commonly  bred  in  an  environment  of  legal  and  social  repres- 
sion. The  people  that  conserve  personal  liberty,  even  with  consider- 
able abuses  thereof,  and  jealously  resent  encroachment  of  their  free- 
dom, are  forever  foremost  in  the  ways  of  wealth,  progress  and  happi- 
ness. 
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In  Wine-Drinking  Countries  the  American  Evil 
of  Dyspepsia  is  Unknown 

The  verdict  of  history  and  of  human  experience  at  large,  particu- 
larly in  Europe,  is  that  the  consumer  of  wine  and  beer  in  moderation 
does  not  poison  himself.  On  the  contrary,  nothing,  attested  by  vast 
and  prolonged  experience,  is  more  certain  than  the  fact  that  these 
beverages,  when  pure,  promote  good  digestion,  repair  physiological 
waste,  induce  rest  and  repose  after  weariness,  supply  the  life-currents 
with  new  and  valuable  elements  and  generally  augment  health. 

Not  the  least  important  of  their  beneficial  effects  is  that  they 
create  a  higher  tone  both  physically  and  intellectually. 

II  was  no  doubt  an  overstatement  by  Luther  that  "he  who  loves  not 
woman,  wine  and  song  remains  a  fool  his  whole  life  long";  but  it  is 
entirely  true  that  the  person  who  spurns  the  earth's  generous  sap  misses 
an  inspirational  felicity  from  heaven  or  Providence,  for  the  loss  of 
which  there  is  no  known  compensation. 

Great  Men  Not  Abstainers 

We  find  abundant  proof  of  this  assertion  in  careful  observation  of 
the  capacities  and  accomplishments,  as  well  as  in  the  affections  and 
enjoyments  of  mankind. 

In  all  the  world's  records  there  is  not  a  single  great  poet,  artist, 
sculptor,  singer,  composer,  orator,  actor  or  genius  whom  we  can 
designate  as  a  prohibitionist! 

Few  or  none,  among  first-class  minds,  have  either  professed  or 
practiced  prohibition. 

From  Christ  to  the  present  Pope,  from  Timothy  to  John  Wesley, 
from  the  twelve  apostles  to  Bishop  Potter,  from  Moses  to  Maimonides, 
from  Homer  to  Tennyson  and  (ieothe,  from  Ceasar  to  Napoleon,  from 
Charlemagne  to  Bismarck,  from  Aristotle  to  Herbert  Spencer,  from 
Plato  to  Shakespeare,  the  rational  use  of  beverages  has  been  upheld. 
Revelation  and  reason  alike  sustain  the  moderate  drinker  of  good  liquor 
and  alike  condemn  drunkenness. 

It  is  true  that  some  men  of  genius  have  been  drunkards,  but  it  is 
not  true  that  any  man  of  genius  has  been  a  prohibitionist! 

There  is  ever  to  be  remembered  that  habits  of  life,  such  as  foods 
and  occupations,  have  a  pronounced  bearing  upon  the  wisdom  or  un- 
wisdom of  drinking  beverages.    Climate  is  also  an  important  factor. 

The  physical  constitution  of  the  person  is  even  more  important  in 
the  correct  determination  of  the  question.  What  is  one  man's  food 
may  be  another's  poison. 

Where  there  are  tendencies  toward  epilepsy,  apoplexy,  cutaneous 
afflictions  or  gout,  total  abstinence  is  emphatically  indicated. 

In  anaemic  conditions,  digestive  troubles,  consumptive  states,  some 
nervous  affections,  general  debility,  exhaustion  of  nerves  and  muscles, 
vinous  and  malt  liquors  are  decidedly  beneficial. 

education,  competent  advisers  and  experience  should  be  the  guides. 
Each  adult  person,  not  mentally  incompetent,  should  be  permitted  to 
determine  for  himself,  even  if  unwisely. 
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Personal  Liberty  Must  Not  be  Destroyed 

Enlightened  men  would  not  vote  for  a  law  prohibiting  prohibition- 
ists from  tarrying  at  the  New  England  pickle  jar  and  c  ider  bottle,  al- 
though the  fierce  acids  contained  in  these  poor  decoctions  are  more 
harmful  than  the  worst  beer  or  wine.  Neither  would  free  men  pass 
ordinances  prohibiting  the  cooking  of  pork  and  cabbage  in  certain 
fashion,  or  the  making  of  mince  pies  or  of  many  other  equally 
vile  edibles  that  cause  so  many  thousand  premature  deaths  every  year 
in  the  land  as  well  as  the  craving  for  harsh  acids  and  strong  drink. 

Better  that  we  continue  with  all  our  present  infirmities  (though 
this  is  unnecessary),  than  thai  we  destroy  personal  liberty,  without 
which  government  is  inexcusable  and  life  itself  not  worth  living! 

We  should  not  crowd  our  existence  lo  either  extreme,  even  though 
excessive  license  is  always  better  than  utter  lack  of  liberty. 

We  have  already,  where  no  prohibitory  laws  obtain,  by  increased 
knowledge  and  experience,  grown  away  from  much  of  the  evils  of 
drunkenness,  and  it  is  probable  that  the  future  will  witness  a  con- 
tinuous diminution  of  inebriety  unless  the  persecution  and  meddle- 
someness of  prohibition  result  in  the  same  extreme  that  religious 
bigotry  does  with  religion. 

Temperance,  like  religion,  is  the  product  of  a  mental  or  spiritual 
attitude;  it  can  never  be  the  offspring  of  force  and  threats.  The  hope 
of  reforming  or  preventing  drunkards  by  any  means  apart  from  their 
own  intelligence  is  idle,  with  or  without  laws.  We  may  Imprison  and 
confine  the  criminal  and  insane,  but  we  may  not  imprison  and  confine 
those  who  arc  not  criminal  and  insane,  though  the  latter  are  doing 
the  very  acts  that  caused  the  former  lo  commit  crime  or  lose  their 
minds. 

Viticulture  Should  be  Encouraged 

To  encourage  honorable  men  to  produce  and  sell  beneficial  bever- 
ages, like  pure  wine  and  beer,  to  make  stable  and  secure  those  invest- 
ments and  industries,  lo  sternly  punish  those  who  father  excesses  either 
as  buyers  or  sellers,  lo  prohibit  the  criminal  and  lunatic  or  imbecile 
both  before  and  behind  the  bar — these  are  fair  subjects  for  legal  regu- 
lation. This  is  to  preserve  liberty  without  license,  justice  without 
despotism,  morality  without  bigotry. 

Chevalier  Andrea  Sbarboro,  to  whose  genius,  courage  and  character 
the  cause  of  true  temperance  is  so  greatly  indebted,  has  conclusively 
proven  that  beverages  of  light  alcoholic  content  offer  a  permanent  and 
wise  solution  of  all  the  problems  presented  by  the  prohibition  move- 
ment. 

He  has  also  shown  that  one  of  the  greatest  natural  resources  of  our 
beloved  California  is  in  the  conservation  and  development  of  the  wine 
industry,  now  so  unhappily  menaced  with  destruction. 

I  cannot  forbear  quoting  from  his  splendid  pamphlet,  entitled:  "The 
Fight  For  True  Temperance,"  the  following:  "Kate  Field,  in  a  temper- 
ance article,  once  wrote:  'If  the  American  wife  would  cook  a  good 
meal  for  her  husband  and  place  a  bottle  of  good  wine  on  her  table,  he 
would  not  stop  at  a  saloon  on  his  way  home  to  spoil  his  appetite,  and 
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after  his  dinner,  having  partaken  of  his  wine,  would  have  no  desire  to 
visit  the  saloon."    These  words  are  as  true  as  the  Holy  Gospel  itself." 

Confiscation  Without  Compensation 

Another  proposition  involved  in  the  right  and  wrong  of  prohibi- 
tion is  that  of  the  confiscation  of  the  property  of  hundreds  of  thous- 
ands of  persons  who  are  producers,  proprietors,  capitalists  and  lahorers 
concerned  in  the  liquor  business. 

Everywhere,  thus  far,  the  prohibitionists,  upon  securing  political 
power,  have  remorselessly,  if  not  revengefully,  denied  compensation  to 
honest  men  engaged  in  such  husiness. 

Men  who,  by  previous  enactments  and  votes  of  a  majority  of  Un- 
people, have  been  encouraged  or  at  Least  permitted  to  invest  their  lives 
and  energies  in  the  accumulation  of  vineyards,  breweries  and  distil- 
leries, are  suddenly  doomed  to  lose  all  they  possess  in  property,  and 
being  law-abiding  citizens  today,  are  tomorrow  branded  as  criminals 
if  they  resist  the  absolute  confiscation  of  the  things  they  lawfully  ac- 
quired. This  spoliation  is  accomplished  in  the  name  of  the  "police 
power,"  but  it  is  none  the  less  immoral,  w  icked  and  indefensible  under 
whatever  name  it  is  done. 

Even  the  old-time  abolitionists  believed  that  "the  owner  of  a  human 
being"  should  be  compensated,  and  doubtless  Lincoln's  advice  to  that 
noble  end  would  have  been  ultimately  acted  upon,  but  for  the  terrible 
passions  and  exigencies  created  by  secession  and  civil  war. 

It  is  not  comprehensible  that  a  calm  and  just  electorate  can  be  in- 
duced to  confiscate  the  vineyards  and  breweries  of  this  State.  Such 
an  iniquity  would  he  doubly  dishonorable  and  foolish  where  the  final 
result  is  abortive  to  practical  morality,  where  the  certain  effect  is  to 
substitute  honest  dealers  and  good  Liquor  with  rogues  and  poisonous 
compounds. 

Much  is  said  and  written  with  truth  by  the  prohibitionist  concern- 
ing the  excesses  of  workingnien  with  liquor.  It  is,  hence,  boldly  af- 
firmed thai  "the  workingnien  should  lead  natural  lives,"  that  their  for- 
tunes and  health  would  be  better  conserved  by  total  abstinence,  and 
that  they  do  not  require  any  stimulants  except  coffee,  tea  and  grape- 
juice  or  cider. 

While  all  must  agree  that  many  workingnien  do  overindulge  to  the 
harm  of  both  health  and  fortune,  still  there  is  another  side  of  the  matter 
which  cannot  be  ignored  by  the  reasonable. 

We  should  bear  in  mind  that,  apart  from  rural  toilers,  fully  7")  per 
cent  of  the  modern  manual  workers  are  forced  to  lead  unnatural  lives 
in  factories,  shops,  stores,  mines  and  other  places  where  the  nerves  and 
muscles  are  overtaxed,  where  food,  water  and  air  are  poor  and  where 
even  sunlight  is  often  absent. 

We  should  reflect  that  only  a  few  centuries  ago  most  of  us  were 
barbarians  living  in  the  open  air  and  free  light  of  the  heavens;  that 
our  civilization  is  new  and  very  imperfect;  that  wc  have  not  evolved 
far  from  those  physical  conditions  which  thousands  of  generations 
indelibly  impressed  upon  us,  and  that  wc  cannot  in  a  comparatively 
brief  period  readjust  ourselves  to  new  habits  without  great  friction 
and  suffering.  Workmen  daily  are  compelled  by  their  own  and  the 
world's  necessities  to  violate  the  laws  of  health,  to  forego  the  felicitv 
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of  fret-  living  with  Nature.  The  gold,  silver,  copper,  iron,  coal,  mercury, 
tin  and  other  precious  mineral  wealth  of  the  earth,  without  which  our 
present  society,  particularly  in  building  and  transportation,  could  not 
be  maintained,  is  procured  at  a  fearful  cost  of  human  life.  The  manu- 
facture of  all  our  clothes  involves  much  hardship  and  strain  to  millions. 
The  procurement,  distribution  and  preparation  of  our  food  are  not 
accomplished  without  pain. 

Impure  water,  sewer  gas,  vitiated  atmosphere  and  tainted  edibles  are 
too  frequently  the  portion  of  multitudes  of  toilers. 

The  millions  engaged  in  the  diverse  occupations  of  our  modern  life 
are  generally  either  overtaxed  by  loo  much  labor  or  are  deeply  worried 
over  their  inability  to  secure  satisfactory  results,  or  what  is  worse, 
are  often  miserable  in  want  and  idleness. 

Self-Control,  Not  Prohibition,  the  Remedy 

Meditating  upon  these  facts,  how  childish  it  is  to  hope  for  the  cure 
of  intemperance  by  legal  prohibition. 

Intemperance  in  labor,  in  food,  in  hundreds  of  directions,  cannot 
be  cured  by  forced  abstinence,  if  this  were  possible,  in  one  direction. 
Manual  laborers,  circumstanced  as  they  are.  must  have  some  stimulus 
to  help  meet  the  overstrain  upon  them:  some  nepenthe  for  their  sor- 
rows; some  relief  from  the  cruel  grind  of  greed  and  necessity. 

Even  if  it  were  true  that  all  kinds  of  liquor  are  injurious,  prohibi- 
tion, in  face  of  these  hard  facts,  is  as  hopeless  as  an  attempt  to  cure 
cancer  with  vaseline! 

Fundamental  causes  of  intemperance  must  first  be  perceived  before 
there  can  be  mitigation  or  abolition  along  rational  lines. 

I  make  bold  to  say  that  neither  liquor  nor  its  mere  abuse  is  the 
primary  cause  of  intemperance.  The  real  causes  of  intemperance  are 
in  nature,  in  the  constitution  of  man,  in  circumstances,  in  environments, 
in  physical  and  mental  conditions,  in  ignorance  and,  sometimes  in 
misfortunes.  Thoughtful  men  perceive  that  prohibition  of  the  sab- 
ot' gun-powder  and  lire-arms  or  their  equivalents  will  not  prevent  mur- 
der or  war,  hut  that  men  would  simply  remain  mentally  inclined  as 
they  were  before  these  agencies  were  invented,  and  would  murder  or 
war  in  some  different  way,  none  the  less  fatal. 

As  little  may  we  expect  to  destroy  drunkenness  or  something  as 
bad  or  worse,  by  prohibiting  the  existence  of  all  kinds  of  liquor,  if 
this  were  by  any  means  possible. 

That  war  is  often  a  stupendous  evil  and  that  the  greatest  use  to 
which  powder  and  innumerable  other  inventions  are  put  is  in  the 
wholesale  slaughter  of  men,  we  all  sadly  realize;  but  what  a  miserable 
argument  it  would  be  to,  therefore,  pass  laws  prohibiting  the  existence 
of  powder  and  said  inventions. 

Only  as  man  is  able  to  see  and  do  justice  may  be  hope  to  abolish 
war.  Well  and  beautifully  it  has  been  said  in  this  regard:  "He  that 
ruleth  his  spirit  is  greater  than  he  that  taketh  a  city." 

San  Francisco,  Cal. 
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"These  (indefensible  liquor)  industries 
are  trying  to  sneak  behind  the 
protection  of  the  Wine  Industry, 
whose  magnitude  as  compared 
with  theirs  is  insignificant." 


Bp  FRANKLIN  HICHBORN 


AND  THE 


—FRESNO  REPUBLICAN. 


PROHIBITION 

AND  THE 

GRAPE  INDUSTRY 


By  FRANKLIN'  HICHBORN. 

The  elements  opposing  the  two  anti-alcohol  amendments  to  be 
voted  upon  this  year — saloon,  dive,  brewery,  distillery,  French  res- 
taurant, etc., — have  taken  refuge  behind  the  State's  grape-growing 
industry. 

So  far  as  the  writer  knows,  not  a  dollar  of  the  money  con- 
tributed by  saloons  for  the  anti-prohibition  campaign  has  been  used 
to  urge  the  electors  to  save  the  saloons,  nor  is  the  dive  contribution 
used  to  urge  that  the  dive  be  saved,  nor  is  distillery,  French  res- 
taurant or  brewery  money  employed  to  ask  that  distillery,  French 
restaurant  and  brewery  be  spared. 

But  wherever  one  goes,  he  is  confronted  with  expensive  signs 
and  advertising,  reading,  "Save  the  vineyards.  Vote  against  pro- 
hibition. One  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  vineyard  workers  will  be 
thrown  out  of  employment  if  prohibition  carries."  And  so  on  and 
so  on,  in  infinite  variety. 

And  the  greater  part  of  the  money  which  pays  for  such  publicity 
comes  from  saloon,  distillery,  brewery  and  their  numerous  allies. 

"Not  daring  to  defend  their  own  industry,"  as  the  Fresno  Re- 
publican points  out,  "they  (the  indefensible  saloon,  dive,  etc.)  are 
hiding  behind  another  which  has  respectable  friends." 

Wine  Small  Part  of  the  Issue. 

Although  wine  and  wine  drinking  are  made  to  appear  large  in 
the  present  campaign,  they  are,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  but  an  infinitesi- 
mal part  of  the  California  booze  issue. 

Viewed  from  another  standpoint,  that  of  the  grape-grower,  the 
production  of  grapes  for  wine-making  is  the  least  dependable  of  the 
three  divisions  of  the  State's  viticultural  industry.  Indeed,  the  state- 
ments of  experts,  and  the  evidence  of  one's  own  eyes  as  he  drives 
through  the  wine-grape  districts,  is  that,  save  in  a  comparatively 
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few  districts  which  are  particularly  favorable  to  the  production  of 
wine  grapes,  the  growing  of  grapes  for  wine  in  California  does  not 
pay  the  grower. 

Wine  Grapes  Rot  on  Vines. 

Bulletin  No.  6  of  the  California  Viticultural  Commission,  dealing 
with  the  State's  1915  grape  crop,  shows  that  the  raisin  grapes 
brought  good  prices,  selling  for  more  than  $10,000,000;  that  the  table 
grapes  sold  for  more  than  $9,500,000.  On  the  other  hand,  the  wine 
manufactured  from  wine  grapes  had  a  marketing  value  of  less  than 
$6,000,000,  while  some  200,000,000  pounds  of  wine  grapes  were  left 
to  rot  on  the  vines.  The  grapes  sold  to  wineries  in  1915  brought 
the  growers  little  if  any  profit. 

The  editor  of  the  Chico  Tribune,  in  a  statement  published  April 
23,  1914,  describing  a  trip  through  the  wine-grape  district,  says: 

"Four  years  ago  I  had  occasion  to  travel  where  the  main  in- 
dustry was  the  wine  grape.  The  grape-gathering  season  was 
over,  but  the  grapes  hung  in  clusters  upon  the  vines,  untouched, 
and  mile  after  mile  on  both  sides  of  the  road  it  was  grapes, 
grapes,  grapes,  and  on  every  hand  came  the  same  answer  from 
the  owners  of  the  vineyards,  and  here  it  is:  The  price  paid  by 
the  Wine  Association  for  the  grapes  was  not  enough  to  pay  for 
the  picking,  and  the  owners  of  the  grapes  saved  $2.50  per  acre 
by  allowing  the  grapes  to  rot  on  the  vines." 

Little  Profit  in  Wine  Grapes. 
Prof.  F.  T.  Bioletti,  Professor  of  Viticulture  at  the  State  Uni- 
versity, is  quoted  in  the  monthly  Bulletin  of  the  State  Commission 
of  Horticulture  for  March  and  April,  1913,  as  saying  that,  "The 
average  price  received  by  producers  (of  wine  grapes)  for  a  series 
of  years  must  be  very  close  to  the  average  cost  of  production.  That 
this  is  actually  the  case  appears  from  the  following  tables  based 
upon  accounts  kept  at  a  number  of  vineyards  in  different  parts  of 
the  State." 

The  tables  which  Professor  Bioletti  gives  establish  his  con- 
tention. In  the  case  of  the  small  vineyardist  who  may  even  con- 
duct his  vineyard  at  a  loss,  Bioletti  concludes  "he  would  be  better 
off  financially  if  he  gave  his  vineyard  away  and  worked  for  the  man 
he  gave  it  to." 

Growing  Cost  and  Selling  Price. 

Frank  T.  Swctt  of  Martinez,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Board 
of  Viticulture,  is  quoted  in  the  same  bulletin  as  saying  that  "The 
actual  cost  of  growing  wine  grapes  in  the  interior,  on  average  land, 
including  interest  on  the  investment,  and  taxes,  is  probably  not  less 
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than  $12.00  a  ton.  At  $6.00  a  ton,  the  prevalent  price,  this  season 
(1912)  there  is  a  heavy  loss." 

Mr.  Swett  advises  that  the  grape  grower  "should  hold  himself 
free  to  dig  out  his  vineyard  and  substitute  some  crop  that  will  net 
a  real  profit.  If  his  vineyard  bears  only  average  crops,  he  may  do 
better  to  gradually  reduce  his  vineyard  acreage  and  work  into 
alfalfa  and  other  lines  of  production." 

Wine  Vineyards  Poor  Investments. 

C.  T.  Clark,  a  resident  of  the  Napa  wine-grape  district,  and 
himself  a  former  grower  of  wine  grapes,  says  of  wine-grape  vine- 
yards: 

"The  well-informed  would  not  invest  in  such  property  to-day. 
The  business  is  a  delusion  and  a  snare.  If  it  was  what  the  wine 
interests  represent,  there  would  be  no  need  to  call  on  the  Legis- 
lature to  give  $35,000  a  year  to  bolster  up  the  business,  and  if  it 
was  an  honest  business,  the  United  States  revenue  office  would 
not  be  defrauded  as  it  has  been." 

Sees  Relief  in  Cheap  Labor. 

H.  F.  Stoll,  treasurer  of  the  State  Board  of  Viticulture  and 
member  of  the  Board,  sees  relief  for  the  wine-grape  growers  when 
they  can  get  their  grapes  harvested  for  less  than  Japanese  and 
Hindus  will  work  for.  In  the  bulletin  from  which  the  above  quota- 
tions are  made,  Mr.  Stoll  says:  "One  of  the  most  serious  difficulties 
which  we  must  overcome  if  we  hope  to  compete  successfully  with 
France,  Italy,  Germany,  Spain  and  Portugal  in  the  wine  market  of 
the  world  is  the  labor  problem.  This  fall,  pickers  were  at  a  premium 
in  the  vineyards,  and  as  a  result,  prohibitive  prices  had  to  be  paid  to 
Japs,  Hindus,  and  other  available  help.  But  with  the  opening  of 
the  Panama  Canal,  it  is  expected  that  the  influx  of  immigration 
from  Southern  Europe  will  help  adjust  the  vexing  problem." 
Influence  of  Federal  Tax. 

Others  look  for  relief  in  the  readjustment  of  the  Federal  tax  on 
dry  wines  and  on  brandy  used  to  fortify  sweet  wines  which  has 
been  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  California  wine  industry.  But  the 
tax  of  1915  did  not  affect  any  other  vintage  than  the  vintage  of 
that  year. 

And  the  California  wine-grape  growers  would  find  much  to  in- 
terest them  regarding  the  wine  and  brandy  tax,  if  they  would  read 
the  proceedings  at  the  hearing  before  the  Congressional  Sub-Com- 
mittee on  Wine  Legislation,  held  March  15,  last. 

Strange  Action  of  California  Wine  Association. 
At  that  hearing  Congressman  W'm.  Kent  of  California  testified 
that  the  representatives  of  the  California  Wine  Association  agreed  to 
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the  8-cent  tax  on  dry  wines  and  the  55-cent  tax  on  brandy  for  forti- 
fying sweet  wines.  Then,  before  the  increased  tax  rate  went  into 
effect,  they  fortified  more  than  40,000,000  gallons  of  wine.  Having  on 
hand  this  big  stock  of  wines  fortified  with  low-taxed  brandy,  the 
California  Wine  Association  was  in  a  position  to  profit  by  the  in- 
creased tax,  while  the  grape-growers  suffered  from  it.  In  the  words 
of  Mr.  Kent,  "The  present  act,  advocated  by  the  representatives  of 
the  California  Wine  Association,  raised  this  tax  above  the  point 
which  would  permit  them  to  break  their  contracts,  whereupon  the 
contracts  were  declared  forfeited." 

At  the  same  hearing,  Mr.  H.  E.  Welch  of  Lodi  testified  that 
"No  intimation  was  given  the  growers  that  their  contracts  would  be 
cancelled  until  the  latter  part  of  August,  1915.  On  the  contrary, 
men  supposed  to  be  in  the  councils  of  the  California  Wine  Associ- 
ation repeatedly  made  the  statement  to  growers  that  they  would 
be  taken  care  of.  In  the  latter  part  of  August,  1915,  with  a  crop  of 
ripe  grapes  on  their  vines,  holders  of  contracts  were  notified  that 
their  contracts  had  been  cancelled.  There  was  no  time  to  look  for 
new  markets.  The  grapes  had  to  be  gathered  and  sold  for  what- 
ever prices  might  be  obtainable.  The  average  price  for  sweet  wine 
grapes  was  less  than  $7  per  ton." 

Independents  Could  Not  Compete. 

Touching  upon  the  reason  why  wineries  independent  of  the  Cali- 
fornia Wine  Association  did  not  make  sweet  wine  in  1915,  Mr. 
Welch  testified:  "After  the  passage  of  the  emergency  revenue  act 
and  prior  to  its  taking  effect,  the  California  Wine  Association  ac- 
cumulated a  stock  of  wine  said  to  be  in  excess  of  40,000,000  ga-llons, 
all  made  during  the  3-cent  fortifying  tax.  This  will  explain  why 
independent  wineries  could  not  make  sweet  wine  during  the  1915 
vintage,  knowing  they  would  have  to  pay  the  tax  of  55  cents  and 
be  compelled  to  sell  in  competition  with  wines  made  under  the 
3-cent  tax." 

Such  are  the  conditions  under  which  wine-grapes  are  produced 
in  California.  The  market  for  them  is  neither  dependable  nor  ex- 
panding. On  the  contrary,  with  the  world  trend  toward  prohibition, 
there  is  no  prospect  of  better  demand  or  market.  The  grip  of 
monopoly  on  the  industry  tightens  each  year.  The  small  grower  of 
wine  grapes — ahd  even  the  large  grower — has  no  chance  against  it. 
There  is  no  other  industry  of  the  State  on  so  insecure  a  basis  as 
this. 

Plant  Fruit  Trees  Between  Vines. 
And  from  one  end  of  California  to  the  other,  wine-grape  vine- 
yardists  for  years  past  have  been  planting  fruit  and  nut  trees  be- 
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twcen  their  vines,  and  tearing  out  the  undependable  vines  as  fast  as 
the  trees  come  into  bearing.  At  the  Stanford  property  at  Vina, 
4000  acres  of  wine-grape  vines  have  been  dug  out  during  the  last 
few  years,  2500  acres  of  them  this  year.  For  years,  statements  have 
been  coming  from  this  vineyard,  at  one  time  counted  the  largest  in 
the  world,  that  it  did  not  pay.  This  year,  with  the  Prohibition 
campaign  on,  an  attempt  has  been  made  to  make  it  appear  that  the 
sole  reason  for  uprooting  the  vines  is  that  Johnson  grass  had  got 
into  the  vineyard.  But  well  informed  officials  of  Stanford  University 
had  not  heard  of  the  Johnson  grass  before,  although  officials  and 
employees  of  the  Stanford  properties  have  been  giving  out  for  years 
that  the  vineyard  has  not  paid. 

Such  is  the  status  of  wine-grape  growing  in  California  under 
cover  of  which  saloon,  dive,  brewery,  distillery  and  their  allies  are 
making  their  fight  against  the  two  anti-alcohol  measures. 

Make  No  Distinction  Between  Amendments. 

These  allied  opponents  make  no  distinction  between  tne  two 
measures.  They  state  that  the  adoption  of  either  will  ruin  the  wine 
industry  in  California. 

This  is  not  true  of  the  second  measure,  that  which  abolishes 
the  public  drinking  place.  This  measure  does  not  interfere  with  the 
manufacture  of  wine. 

Wine  men  state  that  the  production  of  wine  in  California  in 
1913  was  42,000,000  gallons.  Of  this  42,000,000  gallons,  40,000.000 
gallons,  more  than  95  per  cent,  of  it,  were  exported  from  the  State. 

Exportation  Not  Affected. 

The  second  measure  does  not  in  any  way  affect  the  exporting  of 
wine.  Had  this  second  measure  been  law  in  1913,  the  40,000,000 
gallons  of  the  42,000,000  produced  that  year  would  have  been  manu- 
factured and  shipped  to  its  destination,  precisely  as  it  was  manu- 
factured and  shipped.  The  proposed  law  does  not  prevent  the 
manufacture  or  shipment  of  wine. 

There  were  2,000,000  gallons,  less  than  5  per  cent,  of  the  whole, 
left  in  the  State. 

Part  of  this  2,000,000  gallons  went  into  storage.  This  would 
not  have  been  affected  had  the  proposed  law  been  in  force,  for  the 
measure  does  not  interfere  with  the  storing  of  wine. 

Part  of  what  remained  of  the  2.000,000  gallons  was  consumed  in 
private  places. 

This  would  not  have  been  affected  either,  for  the  proposed 
measure  docs  not  interfere  with  the  use  of  wine  in  private  places. 
The  remainder  of  the  2,000,000  gallons,  a  comparatively  small 
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part,  a  very  small  part  indeed,  was  consumed  in  saloons,  French 
restaurants  and  other  public  places. 

That  part  would  have  been  affected,  for  the  second  measure 
abolishes  the  public  drinking  place.  But  it  is  not  at  all  likely  that 
of  the  42,000,000  gallons  of  wine  produced  in  California  in  1913, 
100,000  gallons  were  sold  in  California  public  drinking  places. 

Wet  Argument  Falls  Flat. 

But  from  one  end  of  the  State  to  the  other,  signboards  are  to 
be  seen  setting  forth  that  to  cut  off  the  sale  of  this  paltry  amount 
of  wine  sold  in  the  California  public  drinking  place  will  ruin  the 
entire  California  grape  industry. 

Time  Given  Under  Prohibition. 

The  first  measure  on  the  ballot,  known  as  the  Prohibition  amend- 
ment, provides  for  complete  prohibition  of  the  beverage  liquor 
traffic,  leaving  only  such  manufacture  and  sale  as  shall  be  necessary 
for  medicinal,  sacramental,  scientific  and  mechanical  purposes. 

But  this  measure  does  not  become  effective  until  January  1,  1920. 
It  gives  the  wine-grape  vineyardist  three  years  to  adjust  himself  to 
the  new  order.  This  is  sufficient  time  to  get  his  lands  into  other 
and  let  us  hope  more  profitable  crops.  If  we  are  to  judge  from 
such  evidence  as  that  given  above  of  the  part  played  by  the  Cali- 
fornia Wine  Association  in  the  affairs  of  the  California  wine-grape 
growers,  the  framcrs  of  the  Prohibition  measure  have  on  the  whole 
dealt  more  fairly  by  the  wine-grape  growers  than  the  Wine  Associ- 
ation has  done. 

Use  for  Table  and  Raisin  Culls. 

The  anti-prohibition  elements  contend  that  the  entire  grape- 
growing  industry  will  be  ruined  in  the  event  of  prohibition  carrying. 
They  hold  that  the  growers  of  table  and  of  wine  grapes  are  dependent 
upon  the  winery.  So  great  is  the  demand  for  grapes  for  wine- 
making,  they  state,  that  the  winery  offers  ready  market  for  all  culls 
of  the  raisin  and  the  table  grape  vineyard. 

And  this,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  last  year  200,000,000  pounds  of 
wine  grapes  rotted  on  the  vines. 

But  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  wine  grapes  were  unsalable  at  living 
prices  for  the  grower  last  year,  raisin  and  table  grape  growers  en- 
joyed one  of  the  most  prosperous  years  in  the  history  of  viticulture 
in  California. 

Vineyardists  Against  Booze. 
Informed  grape-growers  are  beginning  to  recognize  that  the 
handicap  of  the  wine  grape  can  be  dropped  without  injury,  and  to 
the  benefit  of  California  viticulture.     Mr.  C.  Gaines,  a  prominent 


grape-grower  of  Fresno  county,  in  a  recent  statement  said:  "I,  too, 
am  a  raisin-grower,  being  directly  interested  in  and  the  manager 
of  100  acres  of  bearing  muscat  vineyard,  but  I  am  unable  to  see  that 
it  is  either  wise  or  necessary  to  put  our  industry  and  our  California 
Associated  Raisin  Company  in  partnership  with  either  the  wine 
industry  or  the  saloon  business.  If  I  must  admit  that  we  must 
engage  in  the  wine  and  alcohol  business  to  save  our  industry,  I 
must  also  admit  that  we  must  go  into  the  saloon  business  for  a 
like  purpose. 

Market  for  Raisins. 

"Last  year  we  sold  approximately  100,000  tons  of  raisins  at  fair 
prices,  and  I  think,  we  will  all  agree  that  it  was  not  an  exceptionally 
good  financial  year.  Can  we  not  increase  this  market  to  200,000  tons 
and  can  we  not  dispose  of  our  second  crop  in  some  other  way? 
There  are  other  and  legitimate  uses  for  second  crop  muscats  with- 
out selling  them  to  the  wineries.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  is 
quite  a  respectable  minority  of  raisin  growers  who,  like  myself,  have 
never  sold  second  crop  muscats  to  the  wineries  and  who  rarely,  if 
ever,  have  cured  them  into  raisins." 

Prohibition  Benefits  State. 

Such  is  the  stand  of  one  of  California's  most  successful  raisin 
growers.  Such  men  recognize  the  benefits  that  will  accrue  to  their 
State  from  Prohibition  and  know  the  comparatively  small  harm 
that  will  result  to  California  grape-growing  should  the  State  adopt 
prohibition. 

Wine  Drinking  Not  Popular. 

Americans  are  not  wine-drinkers.  Efforts  to  "educate"  them  to 
be  wine-drinkers  have  come  to  nothing.  The  San  Francisco  "Chron- 
icle," in  its  issue  of  April  23d  last,  commenting  on  this  phase  of  the 
wine  situation,  says: 

"The  viticultural  industry  of  California  is  not  expanding  along 
the  lines  expected  and  predicted  by  its  pioneers.  In  its  infancy 
those  who  engaged  in  it  were  in  the  main  under  the  impression  that 
it  would  be  chiefly,  if  not  wholly,  devoted  to  the  production  of  a 
beverage  resembling  the  light  wines  produced  by  France.  The  belief 
was  prevalent  that  Americans  would  learn  the  virtues  of  good  vin- 
tages and  eschew  strong  liquors  in  favor  of  the  product  of  the  vine. 

"But  this  dream  has  not  been  realized.  Americans  have  not,  as 
a  rule,  acquired  a  taste  for  dry  wines,  and  the  consumption  of  sweet 
wines  has  been  comparatively  small. 

"The  people  of  the  East  are  still  as  far  from  knowing  good 
wine  when  offered  to  them  as  they  were  in  the  middle  of  the  sixties 
of  the  last  century,  but  they  have  a  pronounced  liking  for  our  raisins 
and  table  grapes,  which  grows  with  increasing  acquaintance." 

VOTE  YES  on  Amendments  1  and  2  on  Ballot. 

Election  Nov.  7,  1916. 
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It  is  my  privilege  to-night  to  give  reasons  why  I  think  you  and 
other  good  citizens  should  vote  "yes"  <in  the  first  and  second  Amend- 
ments on  the  ballot  November  7th.  You  know  what  these  measures 
are. 

The  first  provides  for  absolute  Prohibition  on  and  after 
January  1,  1920.  It  takes  no  snap  judgment.  Three  years  and 
two  months  after  election  are  allowed  for  industrial  and  commercial 
readjustment  before  this  measure  goes  into  effect.  But  when  it  does 
go  into  effect,  it  is  thorough.  It  forbids  the  making,  importing, 
selling  or  storing  of  liquor  for  drinking  purposes. 

Second  Measure  Less  Drastic. 

The  second  Amendment  is  not  so  drastic.  It  will  close  saloons 
and  take  liquor  out  of  hotels,  restaurants,  clubs  and  grocery  stores. 
It  closes  the  public  drinking  place  and  the  bottle  house.  It  does 
not  interfere  with  the  manufacture  and  exporting  of  liquor;  neither 
does  it  prevent  sale  in  California  by  manufacturers  in  two  gallon 
or  larger  lots,  delivered  at  the  residence  of  the  buyer.  It  does 
not  prevent  importing  liquor  in  two  gallon  or  larger  lots.  It  closes 
the  public  drinking  place,  but  does  not  prevent  the  manufacture, 
the  use  in  California  homes,  or  the  shipment  to  other  states  and 
countries.  This  Amendment  will  go  into  effect  January  1,  1918, 
one  year  and  two  months  after  election. 

Measures  Do  Not  Conflict. 

Electors  may  vote  for  either  or  both  of  these  measures.  There 
will  be  no  conflict  if  both  are  adopted. 

Very  briefly  now,  let  me  tell  you  why  I  think  you  should 
vote  for  these  measures.  Probably  we  are  all  agreed  that  the  liquor 
traffic  is  a  serious  evil.  I  do  not  think  I  need  to  discuss  its 
influence  in  politics.    We  all  know  that  this  is  bad. 

How  many  of  us  realize  that,  from  the  standpoint  of  public 
health,  the  liquor  traffic  presents  a  serious  problem.  In  May, 
this  year,  Dr.  Richard  C.  Cabot,  head  of  the  Medical  Staff  of  the 
Massachusetts  General  Hospital,  said,  "Abolish  alcohol  and  you  will 
cut  disease  in  half."  The  Department  of  Public  Health  of  Toronto, 
Canada,  said  in  its  Bulletin  for  October  1,  1915,  "Of  the  three 
national  curses,  morphine,  cocaine  and  alcohol,  the  greatest  is 
alcohol." 

Unfits  for  Parenthood. 

The  drink  habit  unfits  men  and  women  for  fatherhood  and 
motherhood;  it  robs  children  of  their  right  to  be  well  born, 
multiplies  those  who  are  defective  in  body  and  mind,  keeps  boys 
and  girls  out  of  school  and  college,  makes  it  difficult  for  men 

2 


to  get  work  and  lessens  their  chance  for  promotion.  Thus,  it 
reduces  the  earning  power  of  the  masses  and  so  weakens  their 
purchasing  power.    This  hurts  business. 

Enriches  the  Few. 
We  talk  about  over-production  making  hard  times.  Have  the 
people  of  the  United  States  ever  had  a  chance  to  use  all  they 
want  of  what  we  produce?  The  trouble  is  not  so  much  over- 
production as  under-consumption.  The  people  could  and  would 
use  more  than  they  do,  if  they  had  greater  purchasing  power. 
Anything  which  lessens  the  purchasing  power  of  the  masses  hurts 
business.  The  liquor  traffic  does  this.  It  reduces  the  earning 
capacity  of  its  patrons  and  it  pays  out  less  for  wages  and  raw 
material  than  any  other  big  industry.  To  enrich  a  few  it  impover- 
ishes many,  and  this  not  only  is  bad  morals,  but  is  bad  business. 
The  evils  of  the  liquor  traffic,  as  we  know  it,  cannot  be  denied. 

Prohibition  Not  Wrong  in  Principle. 

Is  there  any  sufficient  reason  why  this  traffic  should  not  be 
outlawed?  The  opponents  of  our  measures  say  that  prohibition 
is  wrong  in  principle.  If  it  is,  we  ought  to  repeal  our  whole  Penal 
Code.  We  prohibit  the  sale  of  impure  foods,  decayed  meat,  and  of 
many  narcotic  drugs. 

More  people  in  the  United  States  are  hurt  by  alcohol  than  by 
cocaine.  We  prohibit  the  keeping  or  selling  of  cocaine,  except 
for  medicinal  purposes.  If  the  principle  of  prohibition  is  not 
wrong  when  applied  to  cocaine,  it  is  not  wrrong  when  applied  to 
alcohol.  Both  are  narcotic  drugs.  Both  have  legitimate  uses.  Both 
are  dangerous  when  freely  sold  for  indiscriminate  use  by  the 
public,  and  government  has  a  right  to  suppress  the  sale  of  either 
or  both,  as  it  thinks  wise. 

If  the  theory  that  forbidden  meat  is  sweet  and  that  men 
will  do  that  which  they  are  told  not  to  do,  is  true  in  one 
case,  it  must  be  true  in  the  other.  Either  all  law  should  be 
repealed,  or  the  principle  of  prohibition  must  be  recognized  as 
a  proper  one  to  be  applied  under  proper  conditions. 

Personal  and  Civil  Liberty. 

The  liquor  men's  talk  about  personal  liberty  is  chiefly  nonsense. 
When  men  live  together  in  civilized  communities,  personal  liberty 
yields  to  civil  liberty.  The  public  welfare  is  then  the  supreme 
law.  Men  may  do  as  they  please  only  so  far  as  this  does  not 
hurt  others. 

A  filthy  backyard  endangers  the  health  of  the  adults  who 
are  responsible  for  it.  If  it  stopped  at  that,  the  state  would  not 
be  greatly  concerned.  But,  because  that  filth  endangers  the 
health  of  innocent  children  in  the  home,  and  because  its  noisome 
odors  cross  the  property  line  and  become  a  nuisance  to  others 
and  a  menace  to  the  health  of  many,  the  state  compels  a  clean-up. 

A  man  is  stricken  with  small-pox  or  plague  and  in  his  home 
he  has  all  the  care  that  doctors  and  nurses  can  give  him.  He 
wants  to  stay  there  and  probably  would  be  better  there  than  in 
the  pest  house,  but  the  state  compels  him  to  go  off  to  the 
isolation  hospital  because  that  lessens  the  danger  for  his  neighbors. 

Ignorance  strikes  at  the  foundation  of  democracy  and  entails 
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an  unfair  burden  upon  educated  and  thrifty  citizens.  Therefore  we 
have  compulsory  education  laws  and  truant  officers  to  enforce 
them. 

Right  to  Prohibit  Liquor  Traffic. 

For  the  same  reason  the  state  has  a  right  to  prohibit  the 
liquor  traffic.  The  evil  results  of  that  traffic  are  not  confined 
to  those  who  drink. 

A  small  amount  of  alcohol  in  a  chauffeur  may  endanger  the 
persons  and  property  of  many  others.  The  alcohol  habit  in  parents 
may  rob  innocent  children  of  their  right  to  be  well  born,  and  give 
them  a  heritage  of  physical  and  mental  weakness. 

The  waste  of  the  liquor  traffic  lays  burdens  of  inefficiency, 
poverty  and  crime  upon  the  community  which  no  individual  or 
group  of  individuals  has  any  right  to  put  there.  If  prohibition 
is  the  best  remedy  for  these  evils,  the  state  has  just  as  much 
right  to  stop  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  liquor  for  drinking  pur- 
poses as  it  has  to  stop  the  sale  of  narcotics  or  to  enforce  rules_  for 
sanitation.  If  prohibition  is  a  desirable  remedy,  it  certainly  is  a 
legitimate  one. 

Prohibition  Desirable. 
Experience   proves    that    prohibition   is   desirable.     It  works. 
It  reduces  the  evils  of  the  liquor  traffic  as  no  system  of  regulation 
has  ever  done. 

No  sane  person  claims  that  prohibition  will  immediately  abolish 
all  the  evils  of  alcohol.  It  will  immediately  reduce  those  evils, 
and  give  the  educational  forces  of  state  and  home  a  chance  to 
abolish  them. 

No  great  commercialized  evil  has  ever  been  abolished  by 
moral  suasion  alone.  In  every  such  case  the  strong  arm  of 
law  has  been  needed  to  reduce  profits,  remove  the  cloak  of  re- 
spectability and  make  the  thing  less  accessible.  Then  education 
finished   the  job. 

Moral   Backbone  Required. 

Moral  and  legal  suasion  are  not  necessarily  opposed  to  each 
other.  They  ought  to  supplement  each  other  and  together  can 
do  what  neither  could  accomplish  by  itself. 

Experience  shows  that  this  is  what  happens  when  the  beverage 
liquor  traffic  is  outlawed.  For  a  time  there  is  some  violation  of 
the  law.  It  requires  moral  back-bone  on  the  part  of  the  community 
or  state  to  enforce  prohibition. 

Law-Defying  Institution. 

There  is  no  such  thing  as  progress  without  struggle.  And 
when  we  attack  a  highly  capitalized  institution  like  the  liquor 
traffic,  one  which  pays  big  dividends,  and  which  is  rooted  in  social 
custom  and  in  an  abnormal  appetite  created  by  a  habit-forming 
drug,  we  must  expect  the  struggle  to  be  intense.  Such  an  institution 
will  defy  law,  and  will  die  hard. 

This  does  not  frighten  me.  I  believe  the  people  of  this 
commonwealth  and  of  the  United  States  are  bigger  than  the  wine 
trust,  the  brewers*  association  and  all  the  liquor  interests  combined. 
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When  I  decide  otherwise,  I  shall  want  to  see  the  stars  and  stripes 
pulled  down  and  a  beer  keg  run  up  as  our  national  emblem. 

If  prohibition  is  a  good  thing,  and  the  people  of  this  country 
want  it  they  will  get  it.    And  they  arc  getting  it. 

Struggle  in  Kansas. 

Kansas  outlawed  the  liquor  traffic  thirty-five  years  ago.  Science 
and  industry  were  not  then  on  the  dry  side,  as  they  now  are.  Inter- 
state commerce  laws  permitted  shipment  of  liquor  into  Kansas  in 
spite  of  the  State's  law,  and  the  liquor  interests  of  the  nation  tried 
to  make  prohibition  in  Kansas  a  failure.  For  a  time  the  struggle 
was  hard  and  discouraging'.  But  the  results  of  our  day  prove  that 
prohibition  pays. 

The  1910  census  shows  that  Kansas  sends  a  bigger  proportion 
of  its  young  people  to  high  school,  college  and  university  than  any 
other  State  in  the  Union.  It  has  the  smallest  percentage  of  people 
who  cannot  read  or  write,  and  the  biggest  percentage  of  home 
owners. 

For  twenty  years  every  Governor  of  Kansas  has  said  that  pro- 
hibition is  a  success. 

All  for  Prohibition  Now. 

Every  political  party  in  Kansas  favors  the  prohibition  law. 

During  its  last  session  the  Legislature,  by  unanimous  vote  in 
both  houses,  went  upon  record  in  a  series  of  strong  resolutions  tell- 
ing what  prohibition  has  done  for  Kansas,  and  emphatically  endors- 
ing it. 

More  than  seven  hundred  editors  and  newspaper  men  of  Kan- 
sas, in  State  convention,  unanimously  endorsed  prohibition. 

No  minister  in  Kansas  ever  opens  his  mouth  in  favor  of  return- 
ing to  the  saloon;  nor  does  any  teacher. 

The  president  of  the  Kansas  Retailers'  Association,  voicing  the 
sentiment  of  the  great  retail  interests  of  the  State,  says  that  prohi- 
bition pays. 

Prohibition  went  into  effect  in  the  State  of  Washington  the  first 
of  this  year.  Many  who  were  afraid  it  would  mean  financial  loss, 
and  who  bitterly  opposed  its  adoption,  are  now  saying  it  is  a  good 
thing.  Such  testimony  is  infinitely  better  than  all  the  statistics  that 
were  ever  compiled.  It  is  easy  to  make  figures,  which  are  literally 
true,  tell  tremendous  lies. 

Misuse  of  Statistics. 

For  instance,  the  liquor  interests  have  published  the  statement 
that  in  propon.on  to  population  Kansas  has  more  insane  patients 
in  its  State  hospitals  than  Wisconsin  has.  This  is  true.  But  it  is 
one  of  those  half  truths  which,  when  published  alone,  tells  a  big  lie. 
There  are  no  county  hospitals  for  the  insane  in  Kansas.  That  State 
takes  care  of  all  its  insane  in  State  hospitals.  Wisconsin  has  a  sys- 
tem of  county  hospitals  which  takes  care  of  a  large  part  of  its  in- 
sane, and  so  they  are  not  in  the  State  hospitals.  The  census  of 
1910  shows  that  ir  all  its  hospitals  Wisconsin  had  282  insane  pa- 
tients for  every  1JO.0O0  of  its  population,  whereas  Kansas  had 
only  172. 

Major  Blethen's  Testimony. 
If  you  want  to  know  how  any  community  policy  is  working. 
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you  can  more  safely  depend  upon  the  testimony  of  disinterested,  in- 
telligent citizens  than  upon  statistics  compiled  by  enthusiasts  of 
either  side. 

I  want  to  bring  you  the  testimony  of  those  who  opposed  pro- 
hibition in  neighboring  States  two  years  ago,  who  now  tell  how 
it  is  working. 

Major  C.  B.  Blethen,  editor  and  proprietor  of  the  "Seattle 
Times,"  fought  prohibition  for  Washington  as  no  paper  in  Califor- 
nia has  fought  it.  After  seeing  prohibition  work  for  six  months, 
Major  Blethen  says  he  is  sorry  that  they  did  not  have  it  long  ago. 
Four  pages  of  his  paper  on  July  2nd  of  this  year  were  devoted  to 
a  report  of  conditions  in  Seattle.  Here  are  some  of  the  headlines: 
"Six  Months  Under  Dry  Law  Proves  Falsity  of  Liquor  Men's 
Charges." 

"Suicides  and  Murders  Decreased  by  Half  Since  January  1, 
Police  Arrests  Due  to  Liquor  Virtually  Cut  in  Two,  and  Busi- 
ness Men  Report  Trade  Gains." 

"Banks  All  Flourish  Under  Prohibition— 7165  New  Savings 
Accounts  Opened  in  Seattle  Since  January  1." 

"Collections  in  Seattle  Aided  by  Prohibition." 

"Grocers  and  Bakers  Helped  by  Dry  Law." 

"Dollars  Once  Spent  at  Bar  Fill  Larders." 

"Prosperous  Business  Houses  Now  Occupy  Places  Where  Sa- 
loons Once  Flourished." 

"Labor's  Efficiency  Raised  Under  Dry  Law." 

"Prohibition  Measure  Creates  Thousands  of  New  Readers  of 
Books,  Since  Dry  Law  Went  Into  Effect  Seattle's  Big  Library 
Has  Gained  40r'<  in  Its  Evening  Patronage,  and  Loans  Out  Many 
More  Books  Than  Before." 

Spokane  Chronicle  Converted. 

The  "Spokane  Daily  Chronicle"  was  afraid  of  prohibition  in 
1914.  Now  it  says  that  under  prohibition,  "Unemployment  is  less, 
destitution  is  less,  collections  are  better,  dives  have  closed,  white 
slavers  are  not  to  be  found,  burglaries  and  holdups  have  dwindled, 
grocers,  clothing  merchants  and  shoe  dealers  report  gains  in  busi- 
ness ranging  from  5  to  35%,  new  business  blocks  are  being  built, 
hanks  hold  millions  more  in  deposits  than  they  held  last  April,  and 
hotel  men,  who  at  that  time  were  near  panic  over  the  coming  of 
the  new  law,  are  wearing  smiles  as  they  turn  surplus  guests  away." 

Food  for  Babies;  Smiles  for  Homes. 

A  telegram  sent  to  Los  Angeles  last  Thursday  from  this  same 
paper  states,  "After  eight  months'  experience  Spokane  warns  Cali- 
fornia that  prohibition  means  a  loss  of  population  in  your  jails,  your 
poor  houses,  your  hobo  camps,  and  your  dives;  it  means  less  busi- 
ness for  policemen,  divorce  lawyers  and  bad  bill  collectors;  it  means 
more  money  in  the  savings  bank,  more  food  for  the  babies  and  more 
smiles  in  the  homes." 

Mayor  Gill  of  Seattle  is  no  long  hair.  In  a  telegram  last  week 
he  said:  "This  State  is  enjoying  prosperity  it  has  not  known  for 
years,  and  constantly  improves.  Very  little  unemployment  in  this 
city,  and  almost  every  business  man  is  a  dry  unless  his  business  was 
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the  liquor  business.  Yours  would  be  also,  if  they  realized  the  good 
effect  of  doing  away  with  the  saloon." 

"Oregonian"  in  Line. 

The  Portland  "Oregonian"  opposed  prohibition  for  Oregon,  and 
so  did  Portland  bankers.  On  May  15th  this  year,  an  editorial  in  the 
"Oregonian"  said  "Bankers  are  firm  in  the  belief  that  prohibition 
has  helped  not  only  their  business,  but  business  generally,  and  to 
a  marked  degree." 

The  Denver  "Post"  opposed  prohibition  for  Colorado.  In  May, 
1916,  its  editor,  Mr.  H.  H.  Tammeti,  said:  "The  terrible  things  I 
predicted  did  not  come  with  prohibition.  It  is  doing  wonders.  Colo- 
rado is  happier,  healthier,  wealthier,  wiser  and  more  prosperous  with 
prohibition.    I  am  glad  that  my  prediction  did  not  come  true." 

Workmen  for  Prohibition. 
Mr.  Michael  Doyle,  agent  for  the  Riggers  and  Stevedores'  Union 
in  San  Francisco,  is  not  a  total  abstainer,  and  has  long  been  opposed 
to  prohibition.  This  year,  after  a  prolonged  visit  in  Portland  and 
Seattle,  he  came  back  to  San  Francisco  an  enthusiastic  advocate  of 
the  dry  policy.  He  says  the  men  on  the  water  front  are  better 
clothed,  their  union  dues  are  more  promptly  paid,  their  children, 
who  used  to  go  barefoot,  are  wearing  shoes,  their  wives  have  better 
dresses,  and  their  families  better  food.  Therefore  he  wants  to  see 
California  dry. 

Mr.  H.  S.  McClusky  is  an  official  in  Arizona  of  the  Miners' 
Union.  He  voted  against  prohibition  in  1914.  This  year  he  will 
vote  for  it.  In  a  recent  interview  Mr.  McClusky  said:  "Men  who, 
before  the  prohibition  law  went  into  effect,  never  wore  anything  but 
overalls  and  jumpers,  now  are  wearing  good  clothes  and  have  money 
in  the  bank.  The  rooming  houses  are  full,  the  rent  is  paid,  the 
boarding  house  keepers  arc  paid  for  board,  the  merchants  are  doing 
good  business  and  have  no  trouble  with  collections,  and  the  general 
moral  and  physical  conditions  in  communities  are  so  greatly  im- 
proved that  under  no  consideration  would  they  go  back  to  the  open 
saloons." 

Succeeds  in  Portland. 

Tn  a  telegram  under  date  of  September  14th,  1916,  Mayor  Albce 
of  Portland,  among  other  things,  said:  "More  travel  through  Port- 
land this  year  than  ever  before,  says  the  Manager  of  Raymond  Whit- 
comb  Tours.  Hotel  Multnomah,  in  bankruptcy  prior  to  prohibition, 
and  which  was  closed  early  this  year,  has  been  purchased  by  Eastern 
capitalists,  and  reopened.  In  one  of  the  largest  office  buildings,  rents 
are  on  the  rise.  In  short,  prohibition  is  proving  the  greatest  of 
blessings  all  around." 

Business  Men  for  Prohibition. 

Under  date  of  September  14th,  1916,  the  following  telegram  came 
from  Denver,  Colorado:  "We  are  firmly  convinced  that  prohibition 
is  a  great  step  forward  for  the  moral  and  commercial  betterment  of 
our  citizens,  our  government  and  our  business  interests.  We  have 
come  in  contact  with  very  many  business  men  who  were  formerly 
opposed  to  prohibition,  but  who  are  now  strong  advocates  of  it, 
because  business  is  better,  bills  are  collected  more  promptly,  and 
the  benefits  of  prohibition  are  everywhere  evident.    Denver  has  never 
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been  so  much  alive;  banks  report  increases  in  deposits  and  earnings. 

This  year  has  been  the  largest  tourist  season  in  our  history,  proving 
conclusively  that  the  tourists  are  not  influenced  by  the  amount  of 
booze  they  can  get.  William  E.  Sweet,  Causey  &  Foster  Company, 
Investment  Bankers;  Leon  M.  Hattenback,  President  and  General 
Manager  Denver  Retail  Merchants'  Association;  H.  W.  Moore  Ma- 
chinery Company;  Frank  N.  Briggs,  President  Interstate  Trust  Com- 
pany; L.  F.  Spratlin,  President  Spratlin-Anderson  Mercantile  Com- 
pany; J.  L.  Correa,  Secretary  Denver  Retail  Grocers'  Association." 

Prohibition  works  so  well  in  other  Western  States,  that  those 
who  were  afraid  of  it  now  praise  it.    It  will  work  in  California. 

Pacific  Coast  "Dry." 
British  Columbia  voted  dry  this  month.  All  the  Pacific  Coast 
north  of  California  will  be  dry  next  year.  Can  California  afford  to 
welcome  the  class  of  citizens  who  want  to  leave  a  State  when  its 
saloons  are  closed,  and  its  red  lights  dimmed?  If  it  cannot,  and  if 
we  desire  to  share  the  prosperity  which  has  come  to  Washington, 
Idaho,  Colorado  and  Arizona,  we  had  better  vote  yes  on  the  two 
dry  amendments  next  November. 

Prohibition  Sweeping  Country, 

Nineteen  States  are  now  dry.    All  the  provinces  of  Canada  are 

dry  except  Quebec.  Montana,  North  Dakota  and  Nebraska  are  likely 
to  go  dry  this  fall.  Michigan  may  do  so.  Utah  will  adopt  prohibi- 
tion at  the  first  session  of  its  Legislature.  If  California  goes  dry  in 
November  the  United  States  will  soon  be  dry.  That  will  mean  that 
all  of  North  America — Canada  and  the  United  States — has  outlawed 
the  liquor  traffic.  Prohibition  will  then  prohibit,  and  democracy  will 
get  a  chance  it  has  never  yet  had,  a  chance  to  show  the  world  what 
a  really  free  people  can  do. 


VOTE  YES  on  Amendments  1  and  2  on  Ballot. 

Election  Nov.  7,  1916. 


Published  by  the  California  Campaign  Federation,  3  City  Hall  Avenue, 
San  Francisco,  and  Suite  208  Merchants  Trust  Building,  Los  Angeles. 


Prohibition  and  California's  Wine  Industry 

By.  D.  M.  Gandier. 


IN  the  campaign  for  a  "dry"  Cal- 
ifornia we  hear  little  about  the 
saloon.  No  one  rises  up  to  defend 
it.  But  the  whole  liquor  traffic  is 
trying  to  hide  behind  California's 
wine  industry. 

Practically  admitting  that  the 
liquor  traffic  is  had  and  ought  to 
he  wiped  out.  the  defenders  of 
wine  talk  as  if  it  were  a  temper- 
ance drink  and  the  wine  industry 
the  chief  support  of  California's 
commerce. 

To  both  of  these  claims  we  take 
exception  Wine  is  n<>l  a  temper- 
ance drink.  Even  light  wine  is  an 
alcoholic  liquor  which  wide  and 
long  experience  has  proved  to  he 
harmful  to  the  individual  and  tc 
society.  Its  habitual  use  leads  to 
alcoholism  and  a  craving  for 
stronger  liquors  which  debauch 
and  destroy.  These  stronger  liq- 
uors California  wineries  produce 
in  large  quantities.  In  fact,  Cali- 
fornia produces  little  light  wine, 
much  of  our  output  being  fortified 
with  brandy  so  that  it  contains 
from  15  to  25lper  cent,  alcohol. 

France  leads  the  world  in  its 
consumption  of  wine:  Mclgium  in 
its  consumption  of  beer.  Nowhere 
is  the  alcohol  problem  so  acute  to- 
day as  in  these  two  countries. 
Drunkenness  in  France. 
Speaking  in  the  Sorbonne,  Jan- 
uary 3.  1910,  M.  Joseph  Reinach. 
a  member  of  the  French  House  of 
Deputies,  said : 

"If  France  does  not  wish  to  die, 
she  must  burn  out  the  cancer  which 
gnaws  within  her,  which  is  making 
greater  ravages  in  the  twentieth  cen- 
tury than  ever  famine  and  the  black 
death  made  in  the  Middle  Ages.  *  * 

"We  have  become  the  most  drunk- 
en nation  on  earth,  and  that,  gentle- 
men, in  thirty  years.  The  number 
of  drink  shops  has  reached  the  fright- 
ful figure  of  477.000,  one  for  every 
thirty  adults!    In  many  of  our  great 


cities  and  seaport  towns  the  number 
of  drinking  places  has,  since  1880. 
doubled,  nearly  tripled.  In  hundreds 
of  villages  one  counts  a  saloon  for 
every  tenth,  nay  every  fourth  or 
third  house!  And  in  spite  of  this 
super  sat  u  rat  ion  the  increase  contin- 
ues! More  than  six  new  saloons  are 
on  the  average  opened  each  day! 
Since  1880  our  consumption  of  ab- 
solute alcohol  has  doubled,  in  some 
provinces  sextupled.  And  the  con- 
sequences of  this  immense  poison- 
ing? Who  does  not  know  them? 
I  hey  are  written  in  the  flesh  of  the 
nation.  Ask  at  the  Ministry  of  Just- 
ice for  the  statistics  of  criminality: 
at  the  Ministry  of  the  Interior  for 
those  of  madness,  of  suicide,  of  tu- 
berculosis; at  the  Ministry  of  War 
for  the  conscript  lists.  In  ten  de- 
partments tWe  number  of  rejected 
conscripts  has  risen  from  6  per  cent, 
to  20  per  cent.!  In  all  France  the 
number  of  suicides  has  doubled,  of 
insane  has  advanced  by  a  continual 
progression  from  47,000  to  70,000. 
More  than  half  the  crimes  against 
persons  arc  committed  by  alcohol- 
ists." 

The  country  people  constitute 
the  natural  first  line  of  a  nation's 
defense  against  alcohol ;  the  wo- 
men its  second  line.  In  France 
both  are  being  broken  through.  M. 
Reinach  says,  "Alcoholism  is  de- 
stroying the  peasantry  of  the 
healthiest  and  most  beautiful  re- 
gions by  inducing  tuberculosis." 

Dr.  Bourgon,  writing  of  Nor- 
mandy, says,  "Eight  out  of  ten 
working  women  drink,  and  their 
mistresses  as  well."  When  the  wo- 
men drink,  the  children  drink,  too. 
A  French  teacher  tells  of  three- 
year-olds  who  drink  a  quart  of 
wine  a  day,  and  another  tells  of 
children  of  twelve  who  drink  a 
quart  of  brandy  daily.  In  France 
men.  women,  and  children  are  sick 
with  alcoholism,  and  unless  some- 
thing is  done  quickly  to  stay  the 
ravages  of  drink  in  that  land  of 
wine,  it  will  soon  cease  to  rank 


among  the  great  nations  of  the 
earth. 

Italy's  Wine  Problem. 

In  Italy  conditions  are  not  so 
bad  as  they  are  in  France,  but 
they  are  far  from  good.  The  So- 
cieta  Umanitaria  of  Milan  has  re- 
cently published  a  little  volume  the 
very  name  of  which  is  suggestive, 
— Alcolisimo  e  tin  Pericolo  per  Ita- 
lia (Alcoholism  Italy's  Great  Dan- 
ger). In  that  book  \vc  are  told 
that  investigation  was  made  among 
36,000  school  children  of  Milan, 
and  of  the  boys  25  per  cent,  ad- 
mitted having  been  drunk  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  while  11  per 
cent,  of  the  girls  made  the  same 
confession. 

The  Milan  prosecutor  says, 
"It  falls  to  my  lot  frequently  to 
have  to  sum  up  the  causes  of  a 
tragedy  in  two  words — wine  and 
knife."  From  Farma  comes  the 
warning,  "The  increase  in  wages 
and  the  cheapness  of  wine  have  led 
to  a  growth  of  drunkenness." 

Insanity,  too,  is  on  the  increase. 
Wine  alcoholism  is  shown  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  a  large  part  of  it. 
Wine  has  not  saved  Italy  from  the 
alcohol  curse. 

Wine  Interests  in  Politics. 

We  notice,  further,  that  in  wine 
countries  the  liquor  interests  are  in 
politics  just  as  they  are  in  Ameri- 
ca. 

We  are  told  that  in  France  "The 
drink  shops  play  such  a  powerful 
part  in  elections  that  few  dare  op- 
pose them.  They  reduce  all  re- 
strictive laws  to  a  farce."  There, 
as  here,  it  is  against  the  law  to  sell 
to  a  drunken  person,  but  we  are 
told  that  "no  one  dreams  of  inter- 
fering with  a  cabarcticr  who  uses 
every  means  to  make  iiis  customers 
drink  until  they  drop."  The  reason 
is  simple.  Public  officials  fear  that 
they  would  not  be  re-elected  if  the 
liquor  interests  and  gamblers  were 
not  satisfied. 

More  than  once  the  liquor  inter- 
ests have  dictated  the  national  pol- 
icies   of    France.  Surrounding 


countries  wishing  to  borrow  mon- 
ey on  the  Paris  Bourse  are  com- 
pelled to  open  their  markets  to 
French  liquors.  On  the  strength 
of  such  an  agreement  the  French 
Minister  to  Norway  last  year  pro- 
tested against  an  early  closing  law 
for  the  drink  shops  of  Christiana. 
Think  of  a  foreign  nation  trying  to 
prevent  early  closing  of  saloons  in 
one  of  our  cities.  To  such  lengths 
will  the  liquor  interests  go  when 
wine  is  king. 

Evidently  wine  is  not  a  temper- 
ance drink.  It  corrupts  both  the 
individual  and  the  nation  as  do 
other  alcohoiic  liquors. 

Campaign  Falsehoods. 

The  defenders  of  the  liquor  traf- 
fic talk  as  if  the  wine  industry  were 
the  chief  support  of  California's 
commerce.  A  San  Francisco  pa- 
per of  recent  date  published  an  edi- 
torial headed,  "Save  the  Grape  In- 
dustry ;  Its  Destruction  Would 
l'.light  the  State  of  California. 
$150,000,000  Worth  of  Property 
Will  be  Rendered  Worthless 
if  the  Constitutional  Amendment  is 
Adopted  Prohibiting  the  Manu- 
facture of  Wine."  In  the  body  of 
the  article  is  the  statement  in  large 
capitals  that  prohibition  "would 
end  absolutely  the  productivity  of 
170.000  acres  of  fertile  California 
land." 

It  is  hard  to  read  such  stuff  with 
a  sober  face.  As  long  as  the  sun 
shines  and  rain  falls  or  irrigation 
is  possible,  California's  soil  will 
grow  profitable  crops  whether  we 
make  wine  or  not.  Financiers  know 
this;  yes,  and  the  men  who  write 
financial  news  for  the  newspapers 
know  it,  even  if  the  wine  politi- 
cians and  their  friendly  editors  do 
not.  The  San  Francisco  Examin- 
er of  April  29,  1914,  has  quite  an 
article  on  the  decline  of  California 
Wine  Association  stocks.  It  there 
points  out  that  even  if  prohibition 
does  carry,  the  California  Wine 
Association  will  still  own  a  lot  of 
valuable  property,  and  it  says,  "All 
this  real  estate  is  the  choicest  land 


in  the  respective  districts,  and  its 
value  will  be  as  great  for  horticul- 
tural purposes  as  it  is  for  viticul- 
tural  purposes.  Prohibition,  even 
if  it  came,  could  not  deprive  the 
Company  of  its  lands."  And  so, 
if  we  wipe  out  the  whole  grape  in- 
dustry, we  would  not  be  destroying 
any  $150,000,000  worth  of  prop- 
erty. The  land  is  a  big  part  of  the 
capital  invested  in  grapes,  and,  as 
the  Examiner  says,  the  value  of 
the  land  would  be  as  great  for  hor- 
ticultural purposes  as  it  is  lor 
grape  growing. 

Wine  Grapes  vs.  Table  Grapes. 

But,  prohibition  would  not  de- 
stroy the  grape  industry.  Wine 
grapes  are  only  a  small  part  of  Cal- 
ifornia's grape  production.  In  the 
report  of  the  Stale  Viticultural 
Commission  published  March  15, 
1914,  we  are  told  that  there  are 
330,000  acres  of  land  in  California 
used  to  grow  grapes;  of  this,  1 70.- 
000  acres  are  in  wine  grapes,  and 
for  the  grapes  from  this  land  the 
growers  last  year  received  $5,000.- 
000.  Fifty  thousand  acres  were  in 
table  grapes,  and  for  their  table 
grapes,  packed  and  delivered  at  die 
station,  the  growers  received  $6.- 
994,850.  Let  us  be  absolutely  fair 
and  admit  that  it  costs  more  to 
pack  table  grapes  than  it  does  to 
haul  wine  grapes  to  the  winery. 
Take  off  a  million  dollars  for  this 
extra  expense,  and  we  then  have 
50,000  acres  in  table  grapes  paying 
the  growers  one  million  dollars 
more  than  170,000  acres  in  wine 
grapes  pay  them. 

There  were  110,000  acres  in  rai- 
sins, and  for  last  year's  small  crop 
the  growers  received  $4,840,275. 
In  addition  to  what  the  growers 
got  for  their  table  grapes  and  rai- 
sins, they  got  another  million  for 
second  crop  grapes  sold  to  the  win- 
eries. 

Wine  Grapes  Least  Profitable. 
These  are  official  figures.  They 
tell  us  two  things : 

{!)    Crapes    sent    to  wineries 


constitute  only  one-third  the  value 
of  our  grape  crop.  Therefore 
prohibiting  the  manufacture  of 
wine  would  not  destroy  our  grape 
industry.  At  the  worst,  it  would 
destroy  only  one-third  of  it. 

(2)  The  part  destroyed  would 
be  the  least  profitable.  170,000  ac- 
res in  wine  grapes  paid  the  grow- 
ers a  million  dollars  less  than  50,- 
000  acres  in  table  grapes  did,  and 
this  without  sending  a  pound  of 
the  second  crop  of  table  grapes  to 
wineries. 

Other  reliable  testimony  assures 
us  that  not  only  are  wine  grapes 
the  least  profitable  of  our  grape  in- 
dustry, but  that  they  are  generally 
unprofitable. 

Speaking  at  a  Fruit  Growers' 
Convention  in  Fresno  in  Decem- 
ber, 1912,  when  there  was  no  cam- 
paign on  for  a  "Dry"  California, 
Professor  Bioletti  of  the  State  Un- 
iversity said : 

"There  are  many  vineyards  in  the 
state,  both  large  and  small,  which  an 
accurate  system  of  bookkeeping 
would  prove  to  be  conducted  at  an 
average  annual  loss.  This  is  possible 
on  a  large  vineyard  only  by  forego- 
ing a  reasonable  rate  of  interest  on 
the  money  invested,  or  by  paying  the 
deficit  from  some  other  source,  such 
as  the  increase  of  value  of  the  land. 
In  a  small  vineyard,  where  one  does 
most  of  the  work,  this  form  of  self- 
ishness can  be  carried  still  further. 
He  may  not  only  obtain  no  returns 
on  any  capital  invested,  but  he  may 
fail  to  obtain  even  current  rates  of 
wages  for  his  own  time  and  labor. 
In  other  words,  he  would  be  better 
off  financially  if  he  gave  his  vineyard 
away  and  worked  for  the  man  he 
gave  it  to." 

In  this  same  address,  Professor 
Bioletti  pointed  out  that  the  cost 
of  growing  a  ton  of  wine  grapes 
on  the  coast  is  $22,  and  in  the  val- 
leys $12.  We  all  know  that  this 
is  more  than  most  of  the  wineries 
have  been  paying,  some  years  the 
price  having  been  down  to  $6  a 
ton. 

Growing  grapes  for  wineries  has 
not  proved  profitable.    So,  as  sev- 


eral  speakers  at  the  Fresno  Con- 
vention pointed  out,  many  grape 
men  are  Voluntarily  substituting 
other  crops  for  their  wine  grapes. 
The  result  is,  there  are  many  less 
small  vineyards  in  the  state  now 
than  a  few  years  ago,  and  although 
the  big  wine  men  have  increased 
their  acreage  the  output  of  wine 
last  year  was  5.000.000  gallons  less 
than  the  year  before.  In  the  last 
twelve  years  California's  wine  out- 
put has  grown  smaller,  while  prac- 
tically all  our  other  products  have 
greatly  increased.  The  explana- 
tion is  simple — wine  grapes  do  not 
pay.  Prohibition  will  simply  hast- 
en a  process  already  under  way ;  it 
will  compel  the  substitution  of 
something  more  profitable  for  our 
wine  grapes. 

Wine  Men  and  Labor. 
This,  however,  means  too  much 
enterprise  for  some  of  our  wine 
men,  and  so  they  have  proposed  a 
different  solution.  They  admit 
that  at  present  the  business  is  not 
profitable,  but  when  the  Panama 
Canal  is  finished,  conditions  will  be 
different,  and  they  hope  then  to 
make  wine  grapes  profitable.  List- 
en to  their  suggestion.  Speaking 
at  Fresno  at  that  same  Fruit  Grow- 
ers' Convention,  Mr.  H.  T.  Stoll 
said : 

"One  of  the  most  serious  difficul- 
ties which  we  must  overcome  if  we 
h.ope  to  compete  successfully  with 
France,  Italy,  Germany,  and  Spain 
and  Portugal  in  the  wine  market  of 
the  world,  is  the  labor  problem.  This 
fall  pickers  were  at  a  premium  in 
the  vineyards,  and  as  a  result  prohib- 
itive prices  had  to  be  paid  to  the  Japs 
and  Hindus  and  other  available  help 
that  could  be  pressed  into  service. 

"But  with  the  opening  of  the  Pana- 
ma Canal  it  is  expected  that  the  in- 
rlux  of  immigration  from  Southern 
Europe  willl  help  to  adjust  this  vex- 
ing problem." 

If  only  the  Panama  Canal  will 
being  us  a  lower  and -cheaper  grade 
of  workers  than  the  Hindus,  then 
we  may  make  winegrapes  profit- 
able, especially  if  these  cheap  la- 


borers will  take  their  pay  largely 
in  wine.  For  listen— at  that  same 
convention  Mr.  Frank  T.  Swett, 
who  is  now  a  member  of  the  State 
Yiticultural  Commission,  said: 

"It  seems  as  if  another  matter 
should  be  considered.  Within  the 
next  ten  years  following  the  opening 
of  the  Canal  we  expect  many  thous- 
and, perhaps  a  half  million  Southern 
Europeans  to  settle  in  California.  In 
their  own  countries,  wherever  grapes 
are  grown,  these  people  are  temper- 
ate users  of  claret  and  white  wine  at 
their  meals,  consuming  an  average  ol 
about  a  pint  bottle  a  day,  or  not  less 
than  30  gallons  a  year.  If  in  Cali- 
fornia these  people  are  permitted  to 
maintain  their  old  country  customs 
the  half  million  that  are  expected 
would  make  a  home  market  for  13,- 
000000  gallons  of  wine  a  year.  I  his 
would  be  enough  to  take  care  of  any 
possible  surplus,  and  would  put  the 
grape  industry  on  a  secure  and  profit- 
able basis  for  years  to  come. 

A  Better  Way. 

There  we  have  the  plan,  blood 
the  state  with  the  cheapest  kind  of 
labor,  drinking  the  largest  possible 
amount  of  wine,  and  you  can  make 
wine  grapes  profitable.  Do  we 
want  to  do  it?  That  is  the  wine 
men's  suggestion.  Will  California 
accept  it,  or  shall  we  outlaw  the 
whole  cursed  liquor  traffic  and  say 
to  the  wine-grape  men.  •Graft  to 
table  grapes  all  you  can  find  a 
market"  for:  make  all  the  grape 
juice  the  nation  can  use  and  all  the 
grape  syrup  you  can  sell :  and  then 
if  you  have  any  grapes  left  either 
feed  them  to  the  hogs  or  root  them 
out  and  grow  fruit,  nuts,  alfalfa, 
or  anything  else  that  is  profitable. 
But  you  shall  not  drbauch  this 
country  merely  because  you  lack 
the  enterprise  to  put  your  land  to 
the  best  use." 

Wine  grapes  for  wine  making 
are  unprofitable  individually  and  to 
the  community,  and  instead  of 
bringing  an  economic  calamity, 
prohibition  will  be  the  beginning 
of  better  days  for  our  grape  grow- 
ers and  for  California. 
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The  Swaggering  Chieftain  BOOZE 

By  Adam  Dixon  Warner. 


From  Runymeade  to  Gettysburg  is  a  span  of  six  hundred  and  fifty  years, 
and  every  hour  is  a  pier  and  pillar  buttressing  the  bridge  of  liberty  and 
freedom. 

When  the  tyranny  of  King  John  became  intolerable  the  people  arose  in 
their  might  and  wrote  the  "Keystone  of  English  Liberty,"  the  Magna 
Charta,  and  freed  themselves  from  feudalism  and  serfdom. 

When  King  George  refused  to  listen  to  the  appeals  of  the  Colonists, 
that  taxation  without  representation  was  tyranny,  and  was  despoiling  them 
of  their  human  rights,  the  people  arose  in  their  sovereign  power  and  wrote 
the  Declaration  of  Independence;  and  afterwards  framed  a  Constitution  of 
human  rights  and  action. 

When  the  slave-holders  and  slave-owners  demanded  the  right  of  owner- 
ship in  human  beings  and  denied  their  right  to  liberty  and  freedom,  Abra- 
ham Lincoln,  backed  by  Henry  Ward  Beecher,  Wendell  Phillips  and  a  host 
of  patriots  and  the  sovereign  people  of  this  Union,  wrote  a  Proclamation 
of  Emancipation,  and  freed  four  million  slaves. 

The  battlefield  of  Gettysburg  is  the  crucible  in  which  the  liberties  and 
freedom  of  all  men  were  indissolubly  fixed. 

To  emancipate  and  unshackle  the  people  of  America  from  this  frightful 
scourge, — Alcohol,  will  be  equal  to  any  of  the  foregoing. 

I  am  firm  in  the  belief  that  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  the 
Constitution,  as  fully  contemplated  moral  and  economic  liberty  and  free- 
dom as  they  did  political  liberty  and  freedom. 

California  Dry  is  a  battle  for  economic  and  moral  liberty  and  freedom 
from  the  greatest  tyrant  and  oppressor  of  all  history. 

Every  citizen  has  a  right  to  demand  that  his  government  shall  provide 
an  unshackled  opportunity  to  do  the  right,  and  every  facility  to  repel 
disease,  physical,  mental  and  moral  deterioration  or  invasion;  and  has  a 
right  to  demand  that  such  rights  shall  not  be  abridged  by  permitting  any 
set  of  men  to  live  in  ease  and  affluence  without  toil,  off  his  weakness  or 
frailties,  any  more  than  they  have  a  right  to  live  off  his  money  against 
his  will. 

With  these  fundamentals,  let  us  discuss  this  subject,  BOOZE,  in  the 
spirit  of  fairness,  from  the  economic,  health,  hygiene,  sanitary  and  moral 
sides,  and  leave  the  religious  phase  of  the  question  out  of  consideration 
altogether. 

That  side  of  the  subject  matter  has  been  so  ably  argued  by  the  pulpit 
that  there  is  nothing  left  to  be  said  in  defense  or  excuse  of  the  infamy. 

Today,  a  mere  handful  of  commercial  slave-makers,  slave-dealers,  and 
slave-breeders  are  engaged  in  manufacturing  human  slavery  of  men  and 
women,  boys  and  girls,  by  a  process  of  distillation  and  fermentation  of 
alcoholic  poisons  more  potent  and  deadly  in  its  destruction  and  degen- 
eracy of  mankind  than  all  the  tyrannies,  pestilence,  famine  and  debauchery 
of  history. 
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Already  in  the  campaign  for  relief,  nearly  one-half  of  the  people 
of  this  Union  are  living  in  dry  territory,  and  have  expressed  themse  ves ^at 
the  polls  that  they  want  to  banish  Booze  from  its  banetul  work  of  destroy- 
ing the  race  And  all  the  rest  of  90,000.000,  except  a  mere  handful  that  are 
engaged  in  making  money  out  of  the  traffic,  are  ready,  as  Lincoln  said,  to 
join  all  others  in  the  universal  song  of  gladness,"  and  as  he  further  said 
"If  the  relative  grandeur  of  revolutions  shall  be  estimated  by  the  great 
amount  of  human  misery  they  alleviate,  and  the  small  amount  they  in- 
flict then  indeed  will  this  be  the  grandest  the  world  shall  have  ever  seen. 

That  this  traffic  is  an  evil  is  acknowledged  by  all.  Its  debasing  influence 
on  mankind  is  not  a  debatable  question.  It  is  conceded  by  the  medical 
fraternity,  by  all  consumers  of  it,  and  by  the  heads  of  government  every- 
where that  the  infamy  must  not  only  be  restricted,  but  advanced  pubhc 
opinion  is  that  it  must  be  abolished. 

THE  SWAGGERING  CHIEFTAIN. 

Who  is  this  Swaggering  Chieftain-BOOZE-that  struts  and  stalks 
into  the  very  citadel  of  government  of  every  city,  county  and  hamlet  and 
demands  the  right  to  dictate  laws  to  suit  him-that  brazenly  comes  into 
the  sacred  forum  of  the  law-making  power  with  his  bold  challenge  to  the 
sovereignty  of  the  city,  that  the  laws  be  made  to  meet  his  approval  and 
promote  his  business?— a  business  that  prospers  only  through  the  dissipa- 
tion and  waste  of  the  reward  of  toil,  which  should  go  to  the  weeping  wife 
and  wanting  weaklings.  A  business  that  ravages  the  home,  destroys  hope 
and  lures  youth  to  yonder  grave.  A  business  that  has  caused,  and  is  daily 
causing,  more  sorrow  and  suffering  the  world  round  than  all  other  infamies. 
A  business  that  lives  off  the  ruin  it  makes.  A  business  that  drags  down  the 
noblest  of  us  all,  and  subjects  us  to  chains  and  shackles  forged  so  tight  that 
few  great  and  noble  men  are  able  to  break  the  bonds  that  bind  them  to  this 
Hell  of  Infamy. 

Gentlemen,  it  is  not  hearsay  with  me.  I  know!  I  don't  speak  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  moralist  or  preacher,  but  I  speak  as  one  who  has 
suffered  and  endured,  and  thank  God,  has  overcome  its  dangers.  I  speak 
as  a  praatical  man  who  has  worked  in  the  logging-woods,  on  the  river-drive 
and  on  the  farm.  I  speak  as  a  student,  as  a  politician  and  as  a  lawyer  for 
thirty-five  years,  and  as  one  desirous  only  to  build  up  my  country  and  re- 
lieve mankind. 

FRANCE  AND  EMPEROR  WILLIAM. 

Statistics  show  beyond  doubt,  that  in  France,  the  consumption  of  alco- 
holic liquors  has  taken  an  inch  off  the  French  race  in  the  last  two  hundred 
years.  The  conditions  became  so  bad  in  France  that  early  in  this,  the 
Twentieth  Century,  when  the  census  records  showed  more  deaths  than 
births,  the  warnings  were  posted  in  great  posters  by  order  of  City  Councils, 
over  the  signatures  of  Mayors  and  health  officers  all  over  France. 

And  a  few  days  ago  the  Literary  Digest  announced  that  the  citizens  of 
Massachusetts  are  placing  billboards  all  over  the  state,  drawing  the  atten- 
tion of  the  public  to  the  frightful  ravages  of  booze.  Baseball  bats  for 
boys  are  labeled,  and  dolls  for  girls  are  given  away  to  arrest  this  awful 
infamy. 

Its  effects  on  the  human  being  in  Great  Britain  are  shown  so  markedly 
that  it  has  been  necessary  to  reduce  the  height  of  soldiers  in  the  army,  and 
in  the  police  departments  of  the  cities  of  the  empire. 

Emperor  William  has  become  so  appalled  at  the  traffic  that  he  has 
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banished  it  from  his  tabic;  and  his  commission,  appointed  by  himself,  at  the 
head  of  which  was  the  great  Dr.  Aschaffenberg,  than  whom  no  greater 
physiological  specialist  lives  today,  reports  "that  the  so-called  moderate 
drinker  who  consumes  a  bottle  of  wine  as  a  matter  of  course  with  his 
dinner  and  thinks  he  is  never  'under  the  influence  of  liquor'  is  really  never 
sober  from  one  week's  end  to  another."  His  report  further  says  that  the 
efficiency  of  the  moderate  drinking  man  is  decreased  ten  per  cent  in  every 
class  of  work. 

A  MIGHTY  REVOLUTION. 

This  great  world-wide  movement  is  not  a  spasmodic  fetish,  but  it  is 
a  great  moral,  economic  and  social  revolution  to  regenerate  the  race— born 
of  the  experience  of  the  best  thought  and  action  of  the  ages.  This. move- 
ment is  not  the  narrow  political  petard  of  a  small  set  of  men  to  be  ex- 
ploded in  conclave  for  self-advantage  or  aggrandizement;  but  it  is  the  broad 
character-building  plan  of  the  best  thought  and  statesmanship  of  the  best 
men  and  women  of  the  world,  working  together  in  unison  irrespective  of 
political  creeds  or  religious  faiths. 

The  voices  of  the  great  dead — Gladstone,  Lincoln  and  McKinley,  Har- 
riett Beccher  Stowe,  Julia  Ward  Howe  and  Francis  Willard;  and  the  living 
—Emperor  William,  Roosevelt,  and  President  Wilson,  and  Secrtary  Bryan, 
and  Daniels,  have  resounded  around  the  world,  "as  far  as  human  breath 
has  ever  blown,"  for  this  mighty  reform  to  uplift  mankind. 

Millions  of  mothers  and  wives  throughout  the  land  are  eagerly  wait- 
ing and  watching  for  an  opportunity  to  dismantle  the  fortifications  of  this 
despotic  demon — Booze,  with  the  ballot! 

It  is  a  mighty  revolution  that  has  been  heralded  and  handed  down 
through  the  most  enlightened  thought,  until  today  more  than  half — 
50,000,000— people  of  the  United  States  have  banished  Booze,  and  live  in 
dry  territory.  It  will  not  stop.  It  will  go  on,  and  on,  gathering  force  and 
power  from  the  indignation  of  an  outraged  people,  until  the  fetters  fall 
and  they  are  free  from  the  chains  of  this  crucifier  of  children  and  murderer 
of  men;  and  this  nation  will  he  free  in  fact,  and  take  its  place  proudly  at 
the  head  of  all  civilizations  of  the  earth. 

EVERY  BUSINESS  CONDEMNS  IT. 

Its  wonderful  progress  during  the  last  two  decades  is  not  the  work  of 
the  preachers  only,  but  the  plebian  worker  who  sweats  blood  to  wage 
against  the  poverty  produced  by  its  awful  blight  has  learned  that  it  is  his 
most  deadly  foe. 

The  employer  has  learned  that  through  it  he  is  deprived  of  the  best 
in  his  employee. 

There  is  not  a  business  institution,  a  large  dry  goods  or  grocery  store, 
bank,  a  railroad  corporation,  insurance  company,  industrial  institution  or 
steamship  line  that  will  today  employ  a  drinking  man  in  any  place  of 
confidence,  if  they  know  it. 

If  it  is  bad  business  for  the  employer  to  employ  a  drinking  man,  it 
must  be  doubly  bad  for  the  drinker  himself. 

The  capitalist  and  industrial  man  has  learned  that  it  reduces  the  re- 
ward from  his  investment. 

The  doctor  has  learned  that  it  devitalizes  his  patient;  and  the  athlete 
has  learned  that  it  weakens  and  retards  his  development  and  stability. 

The  toiler  who  is  out  of  a  job  has  learned  that  the  drinking  man  is  the 
first  man  to  be  discharged  and  the  last  to  be  employed;  and  that  he  has 
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been  plundered  and  robbed  of  his  reason  and  wealth  of  strength  and  great- 
est patrimony  by  this  frightful  scourge. 

And  the  toiling  housewife  has  learned  that  when  a  dollar  is  spent  for 
Booze  it  goes  to  make  the  fat  distiller  brewer  and  saloonkeeper  fatter;  and 
she  and  her  children  are  denied  the  common  necessities  of  life,  higher 
education  and  all  the  luxuries  of  life,  and  are  made  poorer  indeed. 

All  these  will  help  to  make  California  Dry,  and  lift  the  standard  of 
citizenship  and  sovereignty  so  high  that  all  the  devils  of  alcoholism  will 
never  be  able  to  lower  the  banner  of  liberty  and  freedom  to  be  ever  again 
dragged  in  the  mire  of  misery  and  death. 

California  Dry  means  that  the  life  rate  or  longevity  will  be  increased 
and  efficiency  increased  ten  per  cent;  and  the  $60,000,000  annually  that  is 
now  wasted  by  alcoholic  poisons  will  be  saved 'to  the  people  of  this  state 
to  be  used  in  the  regular  channels  of  trade  with  the  merchant,  the  baker, 
the  butcher,  for  clothes  and  food  and  for  education  and  upliftment — 
and  that  homicide  and  all  other  crimes  will  be  reduced  thirty-three  and  one- 
third  per  cent,  as  they  have  been  reduced  in  Kansas  and  other  dry  states, 
as  the  Governors  thereof  write  me  in  their  letters — and  the  vital  statistics 
prove  beyond  doubt 

To  make  California  Dry  will  turn  the  millions  of  money  that  is  going 
into  BOOZE  POISONS  into  Orangeade,  Pruneade,  Figade,  Apricotade, 
Lemonade,  Grapeade,  and  all  the  other  pasteurized,  unfermented  juices  of 
the  fruits  that  are  being  now  so  successfully  pasteurized,  preserved  and 
put  up — not  for  poisons,  but  as  medicines  and  morning  drinks  for  the 
sick  and  the  hcaitlly — for  the  patient  and  the  patriot. 

And  the  two  hundred  million  pounds — nay  the  thousand  million  pounds 
of  oranges — nay  the  fifty  billion  pounds  of  oranges,  grapes  and  raisins  and 
other  fruits  that  will  be  successfully  raised  will  be  a  source  of  boundless 
wealth  to  the  horticulturists  and  all  the  people  of  the  state  of  California. 

And  a  matchless  era  of  prosperity  and  health  will  abound. 

This  is  the  kind  of  actual  progressive  prosperity  that  I  want,  and  the 
state  needs. 

To  make  California  Dry  will  put  more  boys  and  girls  in  college  and  high 
school.  In  eight  DRY  communities  in  Central  California,  with  61,000  pop- 
ulation, there  are  2664  students  in  the  high  schools! 

In  eight  WET  communities  in  the  same  district,  with  a  population  of 
66,956,  only  1741  are  in  high  schools! 

To  make  California  Dry  will  make  more  FRUIT  FARMS  and  less 
POOR  FARMS. 

To  make  California  Dry  will  make  more  sane,  able  bodied  citizens,  and 
fewer  weaklings  and  insane  dependents. 

To  make  California  Dry  will  improve  property  and  progress  and  de- 
stroy poverty  and  pauperism. 

To  make  California  Dry  will  make  less  drunks  and  disorderlies,  crooks 
and  crime,  and  more  capable  clerks  and  commanders  of  confidence  and 
country. 

To  make  California  Dry  will  make  less  homicide  and  hell  and  more 
happiness  and  homes. 

You  quarantine  against  smallpox,  diphtheria,  yellow  fever,  bubonic 
plague  and  other  diseases,  and  yet  the  government  enters  into  partnership 
for  a  price  with  this  more  deadly  scourge. 

When  medical  science  proved  that  yellow  fever  was  crucifying  human- 
ity needlessly  in  the  South — in  Havanna  and  at  Panama — it  exerted  its 
energies  to  wipe  out  the  deadly  plague;  and  yet  this  more  destructive  agency, 
BOOZE,  is  licensed  by  the  same  government  to  wreak  its  deadly  destruc- 
tion in  every  hamlet  and  home  in  the  Union. 
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You  legislate  to  keep  out  competition  in  the  field  of  labor  and  invite 
the  enmity  of  mighty  sovereignties  to  preserve  iis  efficiency;  and  yet  you 
license  a  system  of  destruction  and  waste  of  efficiency  more  far-reaching  and 
injurious  to  our  citizenship  than  the  commingling  of  these  races. 

If  the  states  and  the  United  States  would  quarantine  against  this  deadly 
poison,  BOOZE,  that  is  destroying  the  race,  they  would  not  need  to  fear  the 
genius  or  brawn  of  any  people  on  earth. 

BEER  DRINKER'S  DISEASE. 

"In  Germany  a  disease  is  known,  among  the  physicians  connected  with 
the  large  hospitals,  as  'the  beer  drinker's  disease,'  and  is  recognized  by  a 
special  condition  of  unhealthy  enlargement  of  the  heart,  due  to  dilation, 
accompanied  by  sonic  increase  of  tissue  and  fat. 

"It  is  reliably  reported  that  one  in  every  sixteen  of  the  hospital  patient- 
in  Munich  die  from  this  disease. 

"In  one  single  reformatory  school  in  the  city  of  Berlin,  hereditary  taint 
due  to  parental  alcoholism  is  shown  in  sixty-seven  per  cent  of  the  pupils." 

Dr.  Lundgrcn,  a  leading  physician  of  Berlin,  says:  "It  is  difficult 
to  find  any  part  of  a  confirmed  beer  drinker's  machinery  that  is  doing  it- 
work  as  it  should.  This  is  why  their  life-cords  snap  off  like  glass  rods  when 
disease  or  accident  gives  them  a  little  blow." 

The  Scientific  American  says:    "It  is  our  observation  that  beer  drink 
ing  in  this  country  produces  the  very  lowest  of  inebriety,  mostly  alive  to 
criminal  insanity.    Recourse  to  beer  as  a  substitute  for  other  kinds  of  alco- 
hol merely  increases  the  danger  and  fatality." 

Of  the  55.000  school  children  examined  in  New  York  City  in  1910  by 
Dr.  MacNicholl.  fifty  per  cent  were  below  the  required  standard  of  intelli- 
gence seventeen  per  cent  being  actual  dullards  bordering  cn  imbecility. 

The  family  histories  of  3711  of  the  children  were  traced  through  three 
generations.  This  was  done  in  great  detail  with  regard  to  the  taking  of 
alcohol.  Of  the  children  of  abstaining  parents  and  abstaining  grand- 
parents, only  four  per  cent  were  "dullards,"  whereas  of  the  children  of 
abstaining  parents  but  drinking  grandparents,  78  per  cent  were  djllards  or 
feeble-minded. 

WHAT  MEDICAL  SCIENCE  SAYS. 

Dr.  Kress,  superintendent  of  Washington  Sanitarium,  says:  "Brain  de- 
generacy to  some  extent  exists  in  every  child  born  of  alcohol-using  parents. 
In  the  second  generation  of  alcohol  users  the  degeneracy  becomes  more 
manifest,  while  as  a  rule  it  remains  for  the  third  and  fourth  generation  to 
reap  the  full  result  of  alcoholism." 

Dr.  Toffrey  says:  "Alcoholism  begins  with  the  father  and  strikes  down 
children,  and  generally  its  action  continues  until  in  the  fourth  or  fifth 
generation  it  has  destroyed  the  family." 

The  British  Medical  Society  says:  "Experiments  show  that  small  quan- 
tities of  alcohol  are  injurious.  That  it  is  not  a  food.  That  it  increases 
liability  to  disease,  and  shorten  life;  that  abstainers  do  more  work,  live 
longer,  have  less  sickness,  quicker  recoveries,  and  that  the  bodily  functions 
are  better  performed  in  spite  of  all  delusions  to  the  contrary." 

Dr.  Richardson,  England's  most  eminent  physician,  says:  "Alcohol 
does  not  act  upon  the  heart  directly  and  cause  it  to  contract  with  more 
force.  The  idea  that  alcohol  gives  energy  and  activity  to  the  muscles  is 
entirely  false.  It  really  weakens  muscular  contraction.  The  enfeeblement 
begins  in  the  first  stage,  and  continues  in  the  other  stages  with  increased 
effect.   The  heart  beats  quickly  merely  because  the  resistance  of  the  minute 
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controlling  vessels  is  taken  off,  and  it  works  without  being  under  proper 
regulation.  What  is  called  a  stimulation  or  excitement  1-.  in  absolute  fact, 
a  relaxation,  a  partial  paralysis  of  one  of  the  most  important  mechanisms 
in  the  animal  body.  Alcohol  should  be  ranked  among  the  narcotics.  Alco- 
hol I  consider  the  most  destructive  force  to  the  mental  faculties,  and  it 
probably  causes  more  disgrace  and  ruin  than  all  other  agents." 

Dr.  Andrew  Clark  says:  "Out  of  every  100  patients  I  have  charge 
of  in  the  London  Hospital,  70  per  cent  directly  owe  their  ill  health  to 
alcohol." 

Dr.  Alfred  Lawrence,  instructor  of  nervous  and  mental  diseases  it)  New 
York  Medical  School  and  visiting  neurologist  of  the  City  Hospital,  says: 
"Statistics  show  that  55  per  cent  of  alcoholics,  if  properly  treated,  can  be 
cured.  Of  the  2593  inmates  of  the  New  York  City  almshouse,  90  per  cent 
are  there  through  drink  and  are  a  complete  economic  burden  to  the  city." 

Dr.  Helenius,  in  his  celebrated  work  on  alcoholism,  proves  minutely  the 
influence  of  alcohol  on  crime.   That  62  per  cent  of  criminals  were  drunkards. 

Dr.  Crothers,  superintendent  of  Walnut  Lodge  Hospital,  of  Hartford, 
Connecticut,  says  that  the  physiological  effect  is  that  a  man's  brain  is  so 
impaired  and  weakened  by  alcohol  that  it  cannot  recognize  or  respond  to  the 
legal  measures  and  penalties  or  influences  which  are  supposed  to  appeal 
to  some  latent  power  of  resistance  to  overcome  the  palsied  state. 

Liszt,  one  of  the  world's  most  famous  criminologists,  says:  "Our  pen- 
alties do  not  improve  or  frighten  criminals.  The  brain  of  the  criminal  usu- 
ally diseased  by  alcohol  is  so  impaired  it  has  lost  the  power  of  resistance 
to  overcome  the  palsied  state." 

ALCOHOL  IS  A  POISON. 

The  late  Dr.  N.  S.  Davis,  of  Chicago,  the  father  of  the  American  Medical 
Society,  says:  "I  proved  to  my  complete  satisfaction  that  alcoholic  drinks 
are  poisonous  in  the  same  sense  as  opium,  arsenic  and  chloroform,  and 
should  be  sold  under  the  same  laws  as  other  poisons." 

Dr.  Blucler,  of  Switzerland,  in  the  Journal  of  Inebriety,  says:  "The 
physiological  effect  of  alcohol  is  that  of  poison.  The  moderate  use  as  now 
practiced  is  injurious." 

Dr.  Belval  (French  Journal  of  Hygiene)  says:  "Alcohol  must  be 
considered  as  a  true  poison." 

Dr.  Adolph  Fick,  of  Wurzburg  University,  Germany,  says:  "We  shall 
have  to  class  alcohol  as  a  poiscn  which  on  becoming  mixed  with  the  blood 
causes  a  disturbance  in  the  functions  of  every  organ." 

Dr.  J.  F.  Paine,  in  the  London  Lancet,  says:  "Alcohol  is  a  poison, 
causing  damage  to  the  tissues,  and  produces  functional  disturbance." 

Dr.  A.  Forel,  professor  of  nervous  diseases  in  the  University  of  Zurik, 
says:  "Alcohol,  even  when  diluted  as  in  wine,  beer  and  cider,  is  a  poison 
which  changes  pathologically  the  tissues  of  the  body  and  leads  to  fatty  de- 
generation; it  also  injures  the  brain  by  producing  paralysis  and  disarrange- 
ment of  the  functions.  That  has  been  demonstrated  by  Kraepelin,  Smith, 
Fuerer,  Aschaffcnburg  and  a  host  of  others.  Life  is  considerably  shortened 
by  use  of  alcohol  in  large  quantities,  and  the  mcderate  consumption  shortens 
it  FIVE  or  SIX  YEARS." 

Dr.  W.  A.  Jones,  of  Minneapolis,  one  of  the  best  experts  on  nervous 
diseases  in  this  country,  testified  in  a  case  that  I  tried  in  St.  Paul  in  1890: 
"That  the  constant  use  of  alcohol  by  one  of  nervous  temperament  would 
produce  insanity,"  and  "from  his  experience  of  twenty-four  years  in  charge 
of  the  insane  asylum  at  St.  Peter,  that  alcohol  was  responsible  for  a  very 
large  percentage,  possibly  80  per  cent,  of  the  insanity." 
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IS  THE  WORLD  GOING  MAD? 

If  wc  arc  to  believe  statistics  insanity  is  rapidly  on  the  increase.  The 
president  of  the  New  York  Commission  on  Lunacy  says  that  one  out  of 
every  167  persons  in  New  York  State  is  mentally  defective,  and  one  .out  of 
every  279  is  insane,  that  is,  wholly  incapacitated.  Dr.  Ferris  is  authority 
for  the  statement  that  in  twenty  years  insanity  has  increased  over  100  per 
cent,  while  the  population  has  increased  only  50  per  cent.  Alcohol  was 
given  by  him  as  the  determining  cause  in  28.9  per  cent,  and  syphilis  in  15 
per  cent  of  all  cases.  Eighty-five  per  cent  of  the  general  paresis  class  was 
attributed  to  syphilis.— Los  Angeles  Times,  July  5th,  1914. 

Francis  Galton  says:  "The  law  of  heredity  is,  in  this  connection,  well 
worth  notice.  The  world  is  beginning  to  perceive  'that  the  life  of  each 
individual  is,  in  some  real  sense,  a  continuation  of  the  lives  of  his  ancestors.' 
Each  of  us  is  the  footing  up  of  a  double  column  of  figures  that  goes  back 
to  the  first  pair." 

"We  arc  omnibuses,"  remarks  Holmes,  "in  which  all  our  ancestors 
ride.  We  inherit  from  our  parents  our  features,  our  physical  vigor,  our 
mental  faculties,  and  even  much  of  our  moral  character.  Often  when  one 
generation  is  skipped  the  qualities  will  reappear  in  the  following  one.  The 
virtues  as  well  as  the  vices  of  our  forefathers  have  added  to,  or  subtracted 
from  the  strength  of  our  brain  and  muscle.  The  evil  tendencies  of  our  na- 
ture, which  it  is  the  struggle  of  our  lives  to  resist,  constitute  a  pan  of  our 
heirlooms  from  the  past.  Our  descendants,  in  turn,  will  have  reason  to 
bless  us  only  if  we  hand  down  to  them  a  pure  and  healthy  physical,  mental 
and  moral  being." 

Dr.  Willard  Parker  says:  "There  is  a  marked  tendency  in  nature  to 
transmit  all  diseased  conditions.  Thus  the  children  of  consumptive  parents 
are  apt  to  be  consumptives.  But  cf  all  agents  alcohol  is  the  most  potent  in 
establishing  a  heredity  that  exhibits  itself  in  the  destruction  of  mind  and 
body.  Tts  malign  influence  was  observed  by  the  ancients  long  before  the 
production  of  whiskey  or  brandy,  or  other  distilled  liquors,  and  when  fer- 
mented liquor  or  wines  only  were  known." 

Aristotle  say?:    "Drunken  women  have  children  like  unto  themselves." 

Flutarch  remarks:  "One  drunkard  is  the  father  of  another.  The  drunk- 
ard by  inheritance  is  a  more  helpless  slave  than  his  progenitor,  and  his 
children  are  more  helpless  still,  only  on  the  mother's  side  there  is  an  un- 
tainted blood.  For  there  is  not  only  a  propensity  transmitted,  but  an 
actual  disease  of  the  nervous  system." 

Dr.  J.  H.  Kellog,  superintendent  of  Battle  Creek  Sanitarium,  -ay-: 
"Experiments  upon  human  beings  and  lower  animals  have  so  greatly  multi- 
plied within  the  last  few  years  that  the  effects  of  alcohol  upon  the  health 
organism  are  now  as  well  understood  as  are  the  physiologic  effects  of 
opium,  stricknia,  and  other  poisons  in  common  use." 

Atwater.  the  great  scientist,  frankly  states  that  alcohol  is  "positively 
toxic"  in  large  quantities,  and  is  "protien  poison"  in  small  doses.  Alcohol 
has  no  value  whatever  as  an  aid  to  digestion  in  persons  who  are  suffering 
from   slow  digestion. 

Pawlow's  experiments  show  beyond  chance  for  reasonable  doubt  that 
the  effect  of  alcohol  when  applied  to  the  stomach  is  to  set  aside  a  portion 
of  its  mechanism. 

Schmeideberg,  Bunge,  Mctchnikoff,  Combe,  Von  Noorden,  Escherick 
and  numerous  other  authorities  have  shown  most  conclusively  that  alcohol 
is  a  depressive  agent,  lessening  all  the  physiologic  activities  which  are 
involved  in  oxidation,  respiration  and  body  temperature. 
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ALCOHOL  IN  TUBERCULAR  ACTION. 


Bell,  of  New  York,  demonstrated  that  alcohol  not  only  doc>  not  cure 
tuberculosis,  but  that  it  actually  forces  its  development. 

Trusseau  recognized  the  validity  of  Bell's  observation  and  condemned 
the  use  of  alcohol  in  tuberculosis. 

Wright's  recent  experiments  have  made  clear  the  influence  of  alcohol 
in  tuberculosis — why  persons  who  are  habitual  users  of  alcohol  ;:rc  espe- 
cially susceptible  to  tubercular  infection. 

Dr.  George  W.  Webster,  president  of  the  Illinois  Stat;  Board  of 
Health,  quotes  Professor  W.  F.  Sedgwick  in  his  address  at  Vale  University, 
last  year,  as  saying:  "When  one  considers  in  detail  the  relation  of  alco- 
holic indulgence  to  diseases,  or  numerous  and  important  ailments  of  which 
it  is  a  direct  cause,  to  say  nothing  of  the  indirect  influence  on  human  misery 
and  degeneracy,  one  can  hardly  avoid  realizing  that  it  stands  almost  if  not 
altogether  in  the  front  rank  of  the  enemies  to  be  combatted  in  the  battie  for 
health."  He  further  says:  "I  believe  that  the  prevention  of  alcoholism, 
which  is  a  preventable  disease,  comes  as  much  within  the  sphere  of  action  of 
the  medical  health  officer  as  tuberculosis  or  smallpox." 

Dr.  Howard  A.  Kelly,  professor  of  diseases  of  women  of  the  Johns 
Hopkins  Hospital,  Baltimore,  Maryland,  says:  "My  medical  experience 
of  thirty-two  years  has  taught  me  that  the  effect  of  alcohol,  the  drug  (for 
such  it  is)  does  no  real  good  and  that  a  dangerous  habit  is  thus  easily 
engendered,  which  may  be  most  difficult  to  eradicate." 

"The  tendency  of  its  use  by  women  in  society  who  take  cocktails,  cham- 
pagne and  various  wines  of  the  table,  is  to  become  coarse,  loud  and  bcis- 
terous,  and  at  last  ruined  morally  and  physically." 

Dr.  Janeway,  of  New  York,  the  highest  medical  authority  in  the  United 
States,  says:    "The  worst  thing  ever  put  in  any  drink-  i-  the  alcohol." 

Professor  Stockard,  of  the  medical  department  of  Cornell  University,  in 
his  late  report,  filed  this  year  and  published  in  the  Journal  of  the  American 
Medical  Association,  says:  "By  a  process  of  inhalation,  alcoholic  booze 
was  given  male  or  female  guinea  pigs,  as  the  case  might  be,  and  the  results 
carefully  noted.  On  keeping  the  pigs  in  a  state  of  chronic  alcoholism  it 
was  discovered  that  their  progeny  were  affected  through  the  bail  habits 
of  either  parent.  Nine  matings  of  normal  animals  resulted  in  seventeen 
vigorous  specimens.  Forty-two  matings  of  animals  under  chronic  alcohol- 
ism resulted  in  only  seven  young  that  were  able  to  survive,  of  which  num- 
ber five  were  'runts.'  Nervous  disorders  were  developed  in  nearly  every 
case,  followed  by  convulsions  and  early  demise." 

The  mortuary  tables  of  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  of  Hart- 
ford, Connecticut,  show  the  life  expectancy  of  the  abstainer  at  twenty 
years  to  be  forty-four  years,  and  of  the  drinker  at  twenty  to  be  enly  fifteen 
years;  of  the  abstainer  at  forty  to  be  twenty-eight  years,  and  of  the  drinker 
to  be  only  eleven  years!  Of  the  abstainer  at  sixty  to  be  fifteen  years,  and  of 
the  drinker  to  be  only  eight  years. 

The  foregoing  authorities  show  us  conclusively  that  the  continuous  use 
of  alcoholic  liquors  is  destroying  not  only  the  mental  organism  but  the 
physical  organism,  until  one  great  authority  says  "that  inside  of  two  hun- 
dred years  the  consumers  of  alcoholic  liquors  will  be  incapable  of  repro- 
ducing their  kind." 

ALCOHOLISM  A  DISEASE. 

Science  has  demonstrated  that  alcoholism  is  not  only  a  curable  but  a 
preventable  disease.  It  is  not  only  a  moral  disease  but  it  is  an  organic 
disease,  and  it  is  the  only  disease  that  misguided  society,  in  its  organized 
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greed  for  gain,  licenses  for  money  to  promote  and  perpetuate. 

1  know!  Not  only  from  a  clinical,  but  a  physical,  mental  and  moral 
standpoint — I  have  used  it  moderately  and  immoderately;  and  I  have  strug- 
gled as  few  men  alive  have  struggled  to  get  away  from  it.  And  1  know  that 
there  is  no  more  atrocious  outrage  on  civilized  life  than  the  damnable  saloon 
that  is  an  alluring  flag  station  of  hell  on  every  corner.  I  impeach  it  of 
every  crime  in  the  calendar. 

I  know,  better  than  any  preacher,  or  doctor,  or  physiologist  on  earth, 
alcohol's  alluring,  damning  hold  on  the  brain  and  body.  The  old  false  dicta 
that  it  is  ever  a  stimulant  is  a  lie  as  black  as  hell!  In  every  case  it  causes 
abnormal  or  subnormal  action  of  the  heart,  the  brain,  the  nerves,  the  spinal 
cord  and  the  will,  and  causes  paralysis  of  the  mentalism. 

There  is  no  single  solitary  clinical  use  that  can  be  made  of  it,  that  the 
doctor  or  the  mother,  or  any  sane  man  has  not  better  remedies. 


ANNUAL  COST  $5,200,000,000. 


Notwithstanding  these  frightful  and  appalling  contemplations  we  turn  to 
the  table  of  consumption  of  alcoholic  liquors  in  the  United  States  and  are 
confronted  with  the  facts  that  the  consumption  in  1913,  in  the  United  States, 
was  twenty-three  gallons  per  capita— having  risen  from  six  gallons  per 
capita  in  1870  to  twenty-three  gallons  per  capita  in  1913.  Or  in  forty- 
three  years  it  has  doubled  four  times. 

The  consumption  in  1912  of  alcoholic  liquors  in  the  United  States  was 
2,128,452,226  gallons.  That  there  is  nearly  double  the  consumption  of 
alcohol  in  beer  that  there  is  in  whiskey. 

We  expended  $2,000,000,000  for  intoxicants  last  year,  and  the  loss  of 
efficiency  in  industrial  pursuits  was  $1,250,000,000.  The  maintenance  of  our 
criminal  courts,  reformatories  and  poor  farms  was  another  $1,250,000,000; 
private  charities  made  necessary  by  alcohol,  $100,000,000;  and  the  loss  of  the 
unearned  increment  of  a  million  a:id  a  half  saloonkeepers,  bartenders  and 
■•rounders"  is  another  $600.000.000— making  a  total  of  $5,200,000,000  cost  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States  to  maintain  this  infamy. 

And  when  we  turn  to  the  other  side  of  the  ledger  we  find  that  72  pet- 
cent  of  our  school  children  are  dullards  and  that  110,000  divorces  were 
"ranted  last  year:  that  insanity,  crime  and  drunkenness  have  increased 
greater  than  over  before;  that  our  jails,  penitentiaries  and  poor  farms  are 
overflowing:  that  70  per  cent  of  the  tuberculosis,  white  slavery  and  racial 
degeneracy  is  chargeable  to  alcohol. 

1  am  not  an  old  man.  I  am  only  fifty-five,  and  yet  in  that  short  life 
I  have  seen  the  booze  traffic  grow  from  a  consumption  of  six  gallons  per 
capita,  in  1870,  to  more  than  twenty-three  gallons  per  capita  in  1913.  And 
I  have  seen  degeneracy  increase  in  about  the  same  proportion. 

\nd  in  lu13  MORE  THAN  ONE-HALF  of  the  population  of  the 
United  States  were  living  in  DRY  TERRITORY.  So  it  needs  little  com- 
putation to  show  that  the  average  drinking  population  is  consuming  about 
fortv-six  gallons  per  capita. 

Where  is  it  going  to  end?  What  is  going  to  become  of  the  race,  with 
such  a  consumption  of  this  deadly  poison,  alcohol? 

When  Huxley,  the  great  scientist,  was  asked  if  wine  or  spirits  did  not 
enliven  the  brain  and  increase  his  .power  for  work  and  thought,  he  replied: 
"I  would  just  as  soon  think  of  taking  a  dose  of  arsenic  as  I  would  o) 

alcohol."  i  -i 'j. 

Jack  1  ondon,  in  his  book,  "John  Barleycorn,*  places  the  responsibility 
for  drunkenness  where  it  belongs— on  society.    He  lays  the  charge  squarely 
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of  the  blood  through  the  capillaries.  I  know  that  it  deprives  the 
chinery  of  life  of  its  vital  force  while  it  surges  the  blood  with  increased 
violence,  and  the  brain,  once  brillant,  is  now  affected:  the  will  is  weakened, 
the  center  of  thought  overpowered;  the  mind  bewildered  in  chaos,  until 
judgment  gives  way  to  the  idle  vaporings  of  the  tongue,  unbridled  by  rea- 
son- power  of  discrimination  between  right  and  wrong  is  obscured;  the  gloss 
of  education,  refinement,  home,  and  home's  training  and  social  restraint  are 
lo*t  and  the  lower,  baser,  brutal  nature  stands  revealed,  overpowering  the 
higher  mental  faculties  just  as  weeds  in  the  garden  smother  and  destroy 
the  most  delicate  and  beautiful  flower  and  prevent  its  bloom.  I  know  that 
in  the  meshes  of  its  debasing  influence  the  coward  is  more  craven,  the 
braggart  more  boastful,  the  cruel  more  vulture-like,  and  the  daring  more 
bold  "and  law-defiant.  The  gambler,  the  bribe-taker  and  the  bribe-giver,  the 
burglar,  the  assassin  and  murderer— all  are  welcome  guests  of  its  hospi- 
tality and  brazenly  assume  respectability  to  hide  their  villainy.  The  limits 
of  its  villainy  have  no  bounds. 

I  have  seen  it  invade  the  educational  institution  and  take  the  idol  of  a 
mother's  heart  from  the  seat  of  learning  and  leave  him  a  pitiable  mass  of 
depravity  in  the  gutter.  I  have  seen  it  insinuate  itself  into  the  domestic 
circle  and  beguile  sweet  innocence  and  purity,  the  most  perfect  adornment 
of  soc.ety,  and  the  motherhood  of  man.  from  the  happy  hearthstone  into 
a  life  of  shame  and  dishonor.  I  have  seen  it  dethrone  the  majesty  of  man 
and  ruthlessly  debase  every  finer  sensibility,  and  blot  out  the  light  of  reason 
and  impudently  and  brazenly  assert  the  arrogance  of  ignorance.  I  have 
seen  it  force  from  the  oppressed  the  tender  hand  of  frendship  and  mock  at 
justice  and  religion,  and,  fiend-like,  plunge  liberty  into  captivity. 

I  have  seen  it  thwart  and  rob  justice  in  your  courts,  increase  your 
taxation,  and  impoverish  the  consumer  morally,  mentally,  physically  and 
financially.  I  have  seen  it  force  the  mortgage  on  the  home  and  foreclose  it 
with  a  relentless  and  merciless  hand,  and  eject  its  victims  from  a  place  of 
shelter  as  beggars  in  the  street.  I  have  seen  it  corrupt  and  debauch  your 
primaries,  stalk  into  your  conventions,  enslave  your  legislators  and  soil  the 
judicial  ermine  with  its  scrofulous  taint.  Yes,  I  have  seen  it  come  into  the 
very  citadel  of  government  of  this  fair  city— and  drag  down  your  chief 
magistrates  from  their  lofty  heights  to  disgrace,  oblivion  and  ruin,  to  do 
its  bidding.  I  have  seen  it  set  brother  against  brother  with  its  deadly 
missile  and  send  one  to  eternity  and  the  other  to  the  scaffold. 

Yes,  I  have  seen  insanity  produced  by  it,  murder  a  devoted  wife  and 
loving  mother  on  her  own  doorstep — disinherit  and  divorce  an  only  son  and 
make  him  an  outcast;  and  break  a  father's  heart  to  an  early  grave. 


THE  CURSE  OF  THE  SALOON. 

And  I  know  that  the  saloon,  its  most  luring  agency,  is  an  outlaw, 
tolerated  only  by  the  suffrance  of  society  in  which  it  exists.  There  is  no 
man  in  this  room,  saloonkeeper  and  all,  that  will  live  and  rear  his  family 
next  door  to  one.  Today  there  is  no  more  reason  or  excuse  for  the  saloon 
or  justification  for  its  existence  in  modern  society  than  there  is  for  the 
opium  den,  or  the  bagnio,  or  the  gambling  hell.  Their  days  are  past,  and 
those  of  the  saloon  are  numbered  in  the  vengeance  of  the  millions  of  ruins 
and  wrecks  it  has  wrought.  It  was  designed  by  malevolence  and  cunning 
to  rob  men  of  reason  and  money.  It  is  the  devil's  automobile  on  the  road 
to  hell,  with  the  saloonkeeper  as  chauffeur. 

The  saloon  is  never  an  asset  but  is  ever  and  always  a  liability. 

There  is  no  sanctity  it  will  not  sacrilege  and  no  temple  of  wood  or 
stone  or  law  or  flesh  it  will  not  desecrate.    There  is  no  Machiavelian  in- 
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triguc  it  will  not  enter  into;  no  felon  too  low  for  its  fangs,  and  no  Christian 
virtue  too  chaste  for  its  slander  and  calumny. 

As  the  burglar,  the  robber,  highwayman  and  assassin  run  from  the 
light  and  strike  their  deadly  blows  in  the  night,  so  does  the  saloon  do  its 
biggest  business  after  dark. 

As  I  have  said,  I  have  defended  a  thousand  men  for  crime,  and  I 
know  that  the  saloon  is  the  robber's  retreat,  the  housebreaker's  pawnshop, 
the  burglar's  cache,  the  footpad's  fence  and  the  assassin's  alibi.  And  1  call 
in  witness  of  its  infamies  the  millions  that  have  gone,  and  all  those  who 
are  wrecks  along  the  shores  of  time,  that  are  today  looking  into  the  eyes 
of  weak  and  sickly,  hungry  children  pleading  in  the  name  of  God  and 
humanity  for  its  complete  obliteration  and  banishment  from  the  face  of 
the  earth. 

If  my  two  boys  were  alive  I  would  be  afraid — sorely  afraid — that  the 
awful  temptations  and  obstacles  thrown  in  their  pathway  of  life  by  the 
saloon  and  the  booze  traffic  would  be  too  much  for  them  to  overcome.  I 
would  be  afraid  they  would  fall  as  thousands  of  other  young  men  have 
fallen. 

The  prayer  and  the  effort — the  unceasing  effort  of  every  father  and 
mother  in  this  state  who  has  a  boy  or  girl,  should  be  to  wipe  out  this 
devastating  and  most  destructive  evil  across  the  roadway  of  success  of 
their  boys  and  girls. 

The  saloon  is  simply  indefensible;  and  the  saloon  with  a  gambling  at- 
tachment in  the  open  front  of  it,  as  they  are  run  in  Los  Angeles,  with  a 
dice  gambling  layout  as  perfect  as  any  faro  or  roulette  game,  with  a  brace- 
game  of  "Twenty-six,"  is  a  disgrace  to  any  civilization. 

It  is  inexplicable  how  or  why  this  is  tolerated  by  the  City  Fathers, 
except  that  they  are  afraid  of  the  power  of  Mr.  Booze  and  are  a  lot  of 
moral  cowards. 

Why  the  saloon  should  be  permitted  to  flaunt  its  perfidy  in  the  faces 
of  women  and  children  on  the  street  corners  where  they  are  forced  to  wait 
for  the  street  cars,  is  equally  unexplainable. 

In  Seattle  the  city  advertises,  "No  saloons  in  the  residence  districts  or 
on  business  corners." 

In  Omaha  they  make  them  do  their  "business"  in  daylight  like  every 
honest  business. 

I  want  some  one  to  give  me  an  honest  excuse  for  the  saloon,  except 
that  Mr.  Booze  wants  to  sell  booze. 

To  cleanse  the  body  politic  of  its  malign  influence  it  is  as  necessary  to 
remove  the  baccilli  of  booze  as  it  is  for  the  doctor  to  use  an  antiseptic  on 
an  infected  wound,  or  to  remove  the  bacteria  from  the  scarlet  fever 
or  diphtheria  patient. 


A  NEW  FACTOR. 

There  is  a  factor  in  it  that  must  be  computed  that  I  have  never  before 
seen  calculated.    It  is  this: 

In  the  100,000  saloons  there  are  employed  an  average  of  three  men 
and  an  average  of  a  dozen  more  "rounders" — absolute  dependents — non-pro- 
ducers, or  "leeches"  on  society,  are  made  and  have  to  be  supported  by 
society;  or  an  average  of  fifteen  men  to  the  saloon.  A  total  of  1,500,000 
saloonkeepers,  bartenders  and  "rounders"  that  produce  nothing,  whose  nor- 
mal average  value  to  society  is  worth  $400  each,  if  employed  in  productive 
pursuits.  Or  we  have  an  army  of  1,500,000  men  whose  productive  value 
would  be  worth  400  times  that,  or  $600,000,000  annually,  which  the  nation 
is  deprived  of  because  of  their  non-productivity.  All  of  which  is  an  absolute 
waste  to  the  nation  just  the  same  as  if  they  were  taken  from  active  pursuits 
and  were  put  into  an  army  in  a  foreign  land. 

But  this  is  the  least  of  it.  Their  families  and  those  dependent  upon 
them  have  to  be  supported  and  are  supported  by  the  toilers  and  taxpayers 
of  the  nation  (for  they  neither  weave  nor  spin),  which  is  easily  $600,000,000 
more.  And  the  cost  of  the  administrative  and  reformatory  institutions  made 
necessary  by  their  traffic  is  easily  equal  to  both  of  these  amounts,  or 
$1,200,000,000  more,  or  a  total  of  $2,400,000,000  that  has  to  be  paid  by  the 
actual  producers  of  the  country. 
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THE  MODERN  SALOON. 


Do  you  know  what  one  saloon  to  every  1000  people  means? 

It  means  one  saloon  to  every  200  men.  About  60  per  cent  of  the  men 
drink,  or  every  saloon  will  have  120  patrons.  The  receipts  will  average 
about  $60  a  clay.  That  is  50  cents  spent  by  each  patron;  or  in  .365  clays 
$182.50  is  spent  by  each  patron  for  ardent  spirits. 

Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  what  that  money,  that  you  have  given  to 
the  saloonkeeper,  would  do,  at  interest  compounded  for  twenty  years? 
Go  home  and  figure  it  out. 

Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  that  you  can  refurnish  a  home  of  the  average 
working  man  with  that  $182.50? 

Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  that  it  would  buy  thirty  barrels  of  flour,  or 
sixty  pairs  of  warm  woolen  blankets,  or  all  the  groceries  and  meats  for 
a  family  of  five  working  people  for  a  vear? 

Or  pav  the  rent  of  a  comfortable  cottage  for  a  year? 

Or  in  "five  years  it  would  pay  for  a  snug  lot  and  comfortable  cottage? 

You  say:    "That  never  occurred  to  me." 

Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  that  the  saloonkeeper  has  the  snug  lots  and 
several  collages  and  an  automobile? 
What  have  you  got? 

You  have  got  a  destroyed  stomach,  indigestion,  weakened  intellect,  a 
red  nose  and  a  ticket  to  hell,  if  you  don't  look  out! 

But  booze  says  he  has  helped  the  corn  market. 
Let  me  show  you  what  he  does. 

One  bushel  of  corn  makes  four  gallons  of  whiskey  that  retails  at 
$16.80.  Out  of  that  the  farmer  gets  50  cents,  the  railroad  gets  80  cents,  the 
manufacturer  gets  $4,  the  government  gets  $4.40,  and  the  saloonkeeper 
gets  $7.10.  ,  ,     ,  , 

And  you  get  drunk.  And  your  children  have  to  stay  from  school  tor 
want  of  clothes,  and  your  wife  wears  a  calico  dress  and  you  walk  while  the 
saloonkeeper  with  your  seven  dollars  rides. 

I  say  the  whiskey  traffic  and  the  saloon  are  founded  on  injustice  and 
bad  policy,  to  every  human  being  except  those  who  make  it  and  sell  it. 
In  addition  to  the  supreme  court  of  the  nation,  I  summon  the  supreme 
court  of  every  state  in  the  Union;  I  summon  the  two  hundred  thousand 
prisoners  the  two  hundred  thousand  insane,  the  million  paupers,  the  two 
million  s'choolless,  hungry,  ragged  children,  the  million  inmates  of  the 
almshouses  and  workshops  and  reformatories,  the  twelve  million  wives  and 
children  who  are  denied  the  luxuries  and  necessaries  of  life.  The  five 
million  workmen  who  are  robbed  of  their  earnings  by  this  accursed  traffic. 
Nay,  I  summon  that  splendid  army  of  preachers,  the  teachers  and  lawyers, 
and  doctors;  and  all  the  wives  and  mothers  of  this  nation,  to  prove  that  the 
supreme  court  spoke  the'  truth  when  it  denounced  this  frightful  scourge  to 
the  human  race.  . 

I  call  the  two  billion  and  a  half  dollars  that  came  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  toilers — tiie  wage  earners — last  year,  that  was  earned  for  bread  and 
clothes  and  education,  but  went  for  whiskey  and  destruction. 

HIGH  LICENSE. 

License  is  segregation,  toleration  and  protection  under  the  guise  of 

regulation.  1  ,,.       .       .  ,  ,  , 

In  Chicago  there  are  15,000  places  selling  intoxicants  and  l_e_ss  tnan 
7500  licensed  "saloons.  Or  there  is  one  drinking  place  for  every  175  people 
on  a  population  of  2,500,000.  ,         ,  ^, 

In  the  first  ward  there  are  //2  saloons,  346  in  the  twenty-ninth  ward,  341 
in  the  eighteenth  and  288  in  the  twelfth  ward. 

In  New  York  there  are  nearly  20,000  places  selling  intoxicants. 

In  San  Francisco  there  are  2200  saloons  and  nearly  5000  places  selling 

b°OZIf  any  people  think  that  their  children  can  run  the  gauntlet  of  this 
temptation  and  opportunity  to  do  wrong  and  withstand  the  frightful  mora 
depravity  caused  by  these  festering  sores,  and  resist  the  contamination  and 
fail  to  become  victims  of  the  mad-houses  and  dens  of  infamy,  they  are  de- 
ludine  themselves.  ,    .  ,  , 

The  frightful  cost  in  men,  money  and  morals  is  staggeringly  subversive 
to  every  sense  of  civic,  moral  and  physical  life 

Why  license  the  inanimate,  inactive  thing?    Why  not  license  the  man 
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who  drinks?  Because  that  would  bring  it  too  close  to  home.  That  would 
be  convicting  the  licensee  of  his  own  infamy.  But  why  should  it  not  be 
done,  if  you  are  going  to  license  at  all? 

The  license,  whether  it  be  high  or  low,  is  a  joke.  The  higher  the 
license,  the  more  the  saloon  must  exact  from  the  people — the  consumers; 
for  no  saloon  ever  got  a  dollar  that  did  not  come  from  the  consumers. 
And  the  higher  the  license  the  higher  the  quality  of  the  infliction,  and  the 
harder  to  remove  and  destroy  the  influence  of  the  saloon.  The  more 
respectable  the  places  are  made  the  more  far-reaching  and  insidious  the 
effect.  The  high-class  man  or  woman  will  not  go  into  the  low-class  saloon, 
but  they  will,  and  do,  frequent  the  high-class  saloons  and  wine  rooms. 

Experience  has  taught,  if  it  has  taught  anything  at  all,  that  license, 
regulation  and  segregation  of  any  kind  of  vice  is  and  has  been  a  failure — 
an  absolute  failure.  From  Corinth  and  Athens  to  now  it  has  been  a  failure. 
From  then  to  now  the  saloon  and  booze  have  been  breeders  of  lust 
and  infamy. 

Herodotus,  Strabo,  Baruch  and  Plutarch,  each  say  that  the  Babylonian 
banquets  were  scenes  of  unheard  of  infamies.  And  all  history  to  the 
present  hour  teems  with  the  same  kind  of  laciviousness.  So  it  has  ever 
been  thus,  that  wine,  woman  and  song  have  been  the  magic  magnets  used 
by  lust  and  greed  to  commercialize  the  frailties  of  nature  into  financial  profit. 

The  temples  of  Venus  and  Neptune  were  erected  out  of  the  proceeds, 
the  licenses,  from  the  ordinances  of  Solon  (from  which  Salon  or  saloon 
originates)  and  Lycurgus,  that  established  religious  rites  of  worship  in 
licensed  houses  filled  with  female  slaves. 

The  present-day  practice  of  licensing — the  brutal  present-day  practice 
of  fining  these  poor  creatures  in  the  modern  cities — finds  its  counterpart 
in  the  story  of  Phryne,  the  famous  Grecian  beauty,  whom  Hyperides,  the 
orator,  defended  and  softened  the  judges  by  an  exhibition  of  her  marvel- 
lous beauty  to  escape  the  payment  of  the  fine  that  was  imposed  upon  her, 
just  as  police  judges  fine  women  today,  and  city  councils  impose  licenses 
on  booze,  to  legitimatize  the  plundery  and  poverishment  of  the  race. 

I  say  to  you,  that  the  Five  Hinges  of  Hell  are  the  Saloon,  Faithless 
Public  Officials,  the  Gambling  Hell,  the  White-Slave  Joint  and  the  Pro- 
curer, swinging  citizenship  and  character  into  the  potter's  field. 

THE  MOTHER'S  BATTLE. 

This  is  particularly  and  peculiarly  the  battle  of  the  mothers  and  wives 
of  this  state,  for  the  preservation  of  the  home. 

And  you  need  not  expect  any  assistance  from  the  women  or  men  who 
are  directly  or  indirectly  interested  in  the  profits  from  the  traffic;  nor  from 
women  politicians,  who,  like  the  men  politicians,  are  afraid  of,  cower  and 
supinely  surrender  to  the  mighty  power  of  the  traffic.  But  if  the  patriotic 
independent  women  of  this  state  will  show  half  the  enthusiasm,  courage 
and  fidelity  to  purpose  in  this  great  overshadowing  cause  that  they  exer- 
cised to  get  the  ballot;  and  some  of  the  militancy,  courage  and  zeal  that  the 
heroic  women  of  England  are  displaying  so  sublimely  in  the  battle  for 
rights  of  women,  this  battle  will  be  won  in  November,  and  booze  will  be 
banished  from  this  state. 

If  the  mother  or  wife  of  the  man  or  woman  who  toils,  or  the  man  or 
woman  who  toils  or  is  dependent  upon  the  reward  of  toil  for  the  necessi- 
ties of  food,  shelter,  clothes,  education,  literature  and  art  and  all  the  things 
that  uplift  the  material  and  moral  personality  and  character  of  their  children 
have  any  interest  in  government  and  society  at  all,  surely  they  arc  more 
vitally  interested  in  this  subject  that  destroys  health,  earning  power,  effi- 
ciency and  length  of  life,  than  in  any  or  all  other  subjects. 

If  the  products  that  a  man  or  nation  or  state  earns  or  produces  by 
toil  are  recklessly  or  wantonly  wasted  or  expended  in  something  that  tends 
to  devitalize  life,  decrease  efficiency  and  retard  progress,  what  has  been 
gained  by  the  toiling?  Unless  benefits  come  from  the  toiling  it  is  performed 
at  a  loss.    For  toil  necessitates  the  expenditure  of  energy. 

If  the  toiler  spends  his  wagjs  over  the  bar  or  in  the  wine  room  or  at 
the  club  at  the  end  of  the  week  before  he  gets  home  witli  them,  he  is  poorer 
indeed;  and  his  wife  and  children  have  to  suffer,  and  the  tradespeople  have 
to  wait  for  their  pay  for  the  necessities  furnished  the  home,  and  the  trades- 
men suffer  the  non-payment  of  bills. 

If  the  accessibility  and  opportunity  to  waste  are  removed,  the  week's 
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wages  are  brought  home  to  the  wife,  and  she  spends  them  for  necessities, 
and  everyone  is  happy  and  prosperous. 

The  wife  of  the  wage-earner — and  it  makes  no  difference  if  he  toils  with 
his  brain  in  a  professional  capacity  or  with  his  hands  in  the  shop  or  factory, 
or  with  the  pick  and  shovel  on  the  street  or  the  railroad,  or  is  a  clerk  in 
the  store  or  bank,  or  is  a  head  of  a  department,  or  manager  of  a  business, 
he  or  she  is  a  wage-earner.  And  the  wife  has  an  earned  partnership  interest 
in  his  wages,  and  an  interest  in  the  $60,000,000  that  is  annually  wasted  in 
this  State.    The  wasting  of  which  causes  her  additional  burdens  and  denials. 

For  a  man  or  woman  to  go  to  the  polls  and  vote  to  deprive  the  wives 
of  the  toilers  of  this  land  of  their  increment  in  this  waste,  or  to  remain  away 
from  the  polls  and  tacitly  consent  to  this  injury  and  wrong,  is  to  STEAL 
from  the  wives  of  the  State  their  share  of  the  rights  of  citizenship  and  their 
patrimony — their  rights  to  the  pursuit  of  happiness  and  the  reward  of 
general  prosperity. 

The  first  time  the  women  of  Illinois  went  to  the  polls  they  voted  out  of 
business  95°-  saloons.    What  will  the  women  of  California  do? 


Whose  Daughter  Is  This  ? 


WOMAN'S  DUTY. 


How  any  mother  or  wife  can  look  into  the  face  of  her  child — her  own 
flesh  and  blood — and  forget  the  awful  devastation  and  ravages  of  this  mon- 
strous evil  against  her  sons  and  daughters  and  their  success  in  life  and  all 
the  sanctities  of  the  home — and  vote  to  continue  the  traffic,  or  refrain  from 
voting  to  discontinue  and  abolish  it.  is  more  than  1  can  contemplate  of 
womanhood. 

Mothers!  W  ives!  Sisters!  All  women  of  California,  do  you  know  that 
there  are  two  hundred  thousand  of  your  sex — your  sisters — imprisoiMdj 
slaves  as  merchandise  for  men  in  the  flesh  foundries  of  fiends  incarnate,  in 
these  United  States?  One  great  authority  says,  "Approximately  100.000 
girls  are  annually  recruited  from  rural  and  urban  homes. 

And  do  you  know  that  not  one-half  of  one  per  cent  of  these  girls  ever 
get  into  those  dens  of  infamy  through  any  other  agency  than  Booze,  and 
the  Saloon?  The  mother  or  wife  who  does  not  go  to  the  polls  and  vote  for 
the  abatement  and  abolition  of  this  enslavement  is  not  worthy  of  the  name 
of  woman ! 

[f  wives  and  mothers  knew  that  the  inordinate  appetites  tor  immoral 
excesses — degeneracy,  half  the  tuberculosis,  weakling,  sickling,  puny,  brain- 
fagged  excuses  for  men  are  generated  by  diseases  transmitted,  two.  three 
and  four  years  after  contraction  of  the  infectious  and  contagious  venereal 
maladies  propagated  by  the  saloon,  brothel,  and  Booze,  they  would  often 
recognize  them  in  the  vicious  tendencies  and  incontinencies  of  their  own 
offspring. 

If  this  is  not  enough  to  make  Mrs.  Grundy  drop  her  bridge-cards  and 
check-book  and  go  to  the  polls  and  vote,  and  do  her  duty  to  civilization, 
nothing  ever  will  save  her. 

If  the  wives  and  mothers  of  this  State — Nay,  if  the  brothers  who  gave 
the  women  the  ballot  in  order  that  they  Blight  help  themselves  and  society 
— do  not  put  their  stamp  of  disapproval  at  the  ballot-box.  this  fall,  mi  this 
traffic  that  has  caused  them  so  many  heartaches,  and  drenched  the  world 
with  tears,  then  the  value  of  the  franchise  is  not  appreciated  by  women. 
And  it  ought  to  be  taken  from  them  upon  the  ground  that  they  do  not  know 
how  to  use  it,  and  do  not  know  its  value:  and  refuse  to  exercise  it  when 
thej'  have  the  privilege  and  opportunity  fur  their  own  upliftment  and  pro- 
tection and  for  the  upliftment  of  society  and  the  home. 

The  man  or  woman  who  refuses  to  vote  should  be  compelled  to  vote. 

WHAT  THE  BIG  PREACHERS  SAY. 

The  pulpit  that  sees  and  knows  so  much  of  the  sorrows  of  life  has 
almost  exhausted  the  vocabulary  to  denounce  this  awful  infamy. 

Cardinal  McCabe  of  Ireland  says:  "The  terrible  crime  of  drunkenness 
is  like  a  wild-boar  ravaging  our  unfortunate  country.  It  is  the  great  source 
of  misery  and  crime." 

Cardinal  Manning  said:  "As  the  pastor  of  souls  I  have  before  me  the 
wrecks  of  men,  women  and  children,  home  and  all  the  sanctities  of  life.  I 
see  prosperity  turned  into  temptation,  the  wages  of  industry  not  only 
wasted,  but  as  they  increase,  making  the  plague  more  deadly." 

Canon  Wilberforce.  one  of  the  most  eminent  ecclesiastics  of  England, 
says:  "I  am  convinced  that  I  speak  the  mind  of  tens  of  thousands  when  I 
say  that  there  is  at  this  moment  no  form  of  temptation  to  compare  with  the 
great  licensed  liquor  traffic  of  this  nation." 

Archbishop  Ireland  says:    "The  Catholic  church  is  absolutely  and  irre- 
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vocably  opposed  to  drunkenness  and  to  drunkard-making.  In  vain  we  pro- 
fess to'  work  for  souls  if  We  do  not  labor  to  drive  out  an  evil  which  is  daily 
begetting  by  the  ten  thousand  and  peopling  hell  In  vain  we  boast  of  civil- 
ization and  liberty  if  we  do  not  labor  to  exterminate  intemperance.  Educa- 
tion, the  elevation  of  the  masses,  liberty— all  that  the  age  admires — is  set 
at  naught  by  this  dreadful  evil.  The  individual  conscience  is  the  first  arm 
in  opposing  it.  but  the  individual  conscience  has  to  be  strengthened  and 
supplemented  by  law.  The  claim  of  saloonkeepers  to  freedom  in  their 
traffic  is  the  claim  to  spread  disease,  sin,  pauperism." 

Archbishop  Keane  says:  "Unfortunately  for  the  liquor  saloon  and  for 
the  saloon  people,  it  is  not  in  our  power,  as  Americans,  to  consider  their 
business  as  one  promotive  of  public  morality  and  religion,  but  the  very 
contrary;  not  as  a  business  tending  to  the  greatest  good  of  the  greatest 
number,  but  the  very  contrary:  not  as  a  business  that  should  be  fostered  and 
favored  by  legislation,  but  the  very  contrary;  not  as  one  that  should  be 
granted  special  privileges  on  Sunday,  but  the  very  contrary;  not  as  a  public 
work  of  necessity  or  charity,  but  as  a  public  curse  and  scourge  and  menace." 

Bishop  Conaty  says:  "Where  saloons  arc  licensed,  how  many  live  up  to 
the  law?  Not  one.  Vested  rights!  Has  the  community  no  rights?  There 
is  no  reason  for  the  existence  of  saloons.  Blot  them  all  out,  and  what 
harm  ?" 

Rev.  Frank  De  Witt  Talmage  says:  "In  the  street,  in  the  pulpit  and 
everywhere  that  I  could  lift  my  voice,  I  would  preach  against  the  evil 
results  of  drink.  T  would  have  our  public  school  teachers  tell  about  its  evils 
to  my  boys  and  girls  who  sit  at  their  feet. 

"Then  after  the  consciences  of  the  great  majority  have  been  roused 
sufficiently  to  see  the  awful  results  of  drink  I  would  have  the  temperance 
people,  both  inside  the  church  and  outside  the  church,  led  on  by  the  Chris- 
tian people,  rise  up  and  en  masse  sweep  the  accursed  and  damning  saloon 
out  of  our  fair  city.  May  the  Lord  God  Almighty  speed  the  day  of  ultimate 
triumph,  for  the  church,  for  the  salvation  of  a  sinful  world  for  Christ,  round 
and  round  and  round.    In  Christ's  name  we  pray  it.    Amen!  and  Amen!" 

Rev.  Robert  Mclntyre,  one  of  the  most  distinguished  divines  in  the 
United  States,  and  now  a  Bishop  of  the  Methodist  church,  wrote  me:  "In 
the  village  where  I  was  reared  there  was  one  saloon,  and  I  am  able  to 
trace  the  effect  of  that  place  on  the  lives  of  my  boyhood  companions.  There 
were  ten  of  us  who  played  and  studied  together.  Of  that  ten  two  are  in 
drunkards'  graves,  one  is  a  murderer,  another  is  a  maniac,  one  is  a  degen- 
erate, one  is  a  bankrupt,  and  another  is  a  tramp,  and  I  charge  this  destruc- 
tion to  that  licensed  tavern.  The  way  to  the  madhouse,  and  the  poorhouse, 
and  the  grave,  is  very  straight  and  very  steep  from  this  institution  of  evil." 

I  WANT  TO  PUT  THAT  ONE  SALOON  OUT  OF  BUSINESS. 
THE  BIBLE  AND  COUNTRY. 

Without  any  apology  to  any  human  being,  f  base  what  I  have  to  say 
for  the  protection  and  elevation  of  civic  government  and  the  human  race, 
squarely  upon  the  Bible.  Upon  that  Book,  that  the  great  scientist,  Huxley, 
said:  "Was  the  Magna  Charta  of  the  poor  and  oppressed.  That  for  three 
centuries  has  been  woven  into  the  life  of  all  that  is  noblest  and  best  in  our 
history,  and  has  become  the  national  epic  of  our  race.  .  .  .  Nowhere  is 
the  fundamental  truth  that  the  welfare  of  the  State,  in  the  long  run  depends 
upon  the  righteousness  of  the  citizen,  so  strongly  laid  down.  The  Bible- 
is  the  most  democratic  book  in  the  world." 

I  believe  in  the  Bible.  I  believe  in  its  inspiration,  I  believe  in  its  ethics 
and  morals.  I  believe  in  its  democratic  doctrines.  And  I  believe  it  to  be  the 
most  sacred  and  sublime  philosophy  ever  handed  to  the  human  race.  And  I 
repeat  with  emphasis,  the  sacred  words  of  the  Father  of  our  country,  when 
he  said:  "No  people  can  be  bound  to  acknowledge  and  adore  the  invisible 
hand  which  conducts  the  affairs  of  men.  more  than  the  people  of  the  United 
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States.  Every  step  by  which  they  have  advanced  to  the  character  of  an  in- 
dependent nation,  seems  to  have  been  distinguished  by  some  token  of 
providential  agency."    What  a  legacy! 

JUSTICE  AND  LIBERTY. 

The  story  of  Hercules  by  Euripides,  has  been  repeated  a  thousand  times 
in    the  evolution  of  intellectual  and  moral  development. 

As  Babylon  and  Corinth  were  loathsome  cesspools  of  depravity  in 
comparison  to  the  later  new  Jerusalem,  so  the  improvement  in  Thebes  over 
Babylon  was  reflected  a  hundredfold  in  the  higher  citizenship  of  Athens. 
As  Washington  and  Jefferson  and  Lincoln  tower  over  Charlemagne  and 
Xapoleon  and  Wellington,  so  did  Paul  over  Elijah,  and  David  over  Abra- 
ham. 

in  says:  "Every  institution  is  but  the  lengthened  shadow  of  a 
man."  This  truth  is  exemplified  in  the  foregoing  and  in  the  axiomatic  fact 
that  civilization  of  a  nation  or  a  community  will  be  high  or  low,  just  as 
the  individual  citizenship  is  high  or  low. 

MORALITY  AND  PROGRESS. 

It  is  a  truism  of  history,  that  morality  and  progress  have  died  together 
where  and  when  true  religious  worship  has  retrograded. 

I  am  no  preacher:  I  have  never  received  the  highest  commission  given 
to  man — to  preach  Jesus  Christ.  But  I  say  to  you.  as  an  experienced  man 
of  the  world,  who  has  practiced  law  and  politics  in  the  West  for  thirty 
years  and  knows  something  of  the  machinations  of  men  and  vices  of  the 
times,  that  if  you  tear  down  your  churches,  you  will  tear  down  your  cita- 
dels, and  cities  and  citizenship. 

And  to  tear  down  your  churches  you  need  not  physically  tear  them 
down.  All  you  have  to  do  to  tear  them  down,  is  to  empty  them  or  destroy 
their  influence.  And  every  time  you  issue  a  license  to  a  brothel  or  gam- 
bling hell  or  a  saloon,  you  issue  a  license  to  minimize  and  destroy,  not 
only  the  influence  of  the  church,  but  the  influence  of  the  school,  the  library 
and  the  home  and  fireside.  And  I  say  to  you,  that  of  all  the  forces  for 
evil  the  saloon  is  the  most  insidious  and  debasing  to  good  government  and 
good  citizenship. 

Its  only  hope  for  existence  and  profit  is  in  emptying  the  churches  and 
schools  and  in  building  saloons,  and  making  drunkards  and  harlots  and 
orphans  and  paupers  and  idiots  and  a  lower,  baser  citizenship. 

The  baser  and  lower  the  standard  of  civil  government  and  citizenship, 
the  more  prolific  is  the  supply  and  profit  of  the  saloon.  The  lower  the 
citizenship  and  government,  the  greater  the  patrons  and  customers  of  the 
saloon.  The  more  customers,  the  greater  the  sales  and  the  greater  the 
profit.  The  greater  the  profit,  the  more  saloons  and  the  more  victims.  The 
frightful  increase  in  the  accursed  liquor  traffic  and  saloon  during  the  last 
twenty  years,  until  in  1913,  we  consumed  23  gallons  per  capita,  threatens 
the  very  fabric  of  our  institutions.  And  the  very  dangers  that  destroyed 
the  governments  and  cities  of  old  are  upon  us,  eating  out  our  vitals  in  the 
debasement  of  civic  virtue.  Forty  years  ago.  when  I  was  a  boy,  everything 
was  done  on  honor.  Now  nearly  everything  is  done  for  "what's  in  it." 
Citizenship  and  character  have  been  debased,  until  character  is  now  defined 
as  "How  much  has  he  got." 

COMPULSORY  VOTING  NECESSARY. 

The  public  school  must  teach  not  only  the  principles  of  Civic  Govern- 
ment, but  must  teach  character  and  conscience.  And  ought  to  teach  the 
Bible.  It  must  teach  that  alcohol  is  a  true  poison.  That  physiologically  it 
is  not  strengthening,  but  weakening  to  the  mental,  moral  and  physical  being. 
The  public  school  must  teach,  nay,  every  university  and  college  and  fireside 
must  teach,  not  only  these  facts,  but  they  must  teach  that  it  is  one  of  the 
first  duties  of  every  man  and  woman  to  exercise  the  franchise  and  protect  the 
government  from  the  onslaughts  of  lust,  greed  and  selfish  gain.  Compul- 
sory voting  is  absolutely  necessary! 


20 


GREEN  AND  GOLDEN  CALIFORNIA. 


For  thirty  years  I  was  a  patron-saint  of  this  majestic  murderer  of  man 
kind,  Booze.  And  thank  God!  Yes,  thank  God!  again  and  again!  He 
helped  me,  and  shivered  the  shackles  that  enslaved  mc,  and  I  am  free- 
after  ten  years  of  fighting  against  this  insidious,  awful,  damning  thing.  And 
as  I  have  said  before,  I  say  now,  if  I  had  the  power  and  privilege  to  do  the 
thing  that  would  benefit  mankind  most,  I  would  banish  the  saloon  and  de- 
stroy alcohol,  and  I  would  be  satisfied  that  I  had  done  the  greatest  service 
to  humanity  that  has  been  done  since  the  days  of  Jesus  of  Nazareth. 

No  State  in  the  Union  can  so  well  afford  to  do  without  intoxicating 
liiquors  as  can  tin-  State  of  California,  with  its  fruits,  fruit-foods,  and  fruit- 
juices,  supplying  all  the  tonics  and  health-foods  necessary  for  the  system. 
The  prevention  of  the  colossal  crime— turning  these  food-products  into  alco- 
holic poisons  to  destroy  the  race — and  the  elimination  of  the  use  of  all 
alcoholic  "stimulants"  will  elevate  mankind  and  the  State  to  the  very 
highest  position  in  government  and  citizenship.  And  California  will  hold 
first  place  in  the  sovereignties  of  the  world  as  a  free  and  independent  people. 

To  make  California  Dry  will  make  it  in  fact  the  most  fruitful  and  pros- 
perous State  in  the  known  world. 

I  have  letters  from  each  of  the  governors  of  the  nine  Dry  States,  and 
each  one  of  them  is  jubilant  at  the  increased  prosperity  and  development  of 
business  and  social  and  moral  conditions,  and  the  financial  advantage  to 
their  respective  states  through  being  Dry. 

The  saloonmen,  brewers,  and  distillers  say,  to  make  California  Dry  will 
destroy  the  grape  industry.  I  deny  that!  I  say,  to  make  California  Dry 
will  double  the  grape  and  fruit  industry,  and  save  about  $30,000,000  that  is 
now  wasted  in  Booze,  to  be  expended  for  clothes  and  food  and  education 
and  gainful  pursuits,  instead  of  weakening  and  destroying  the  race.  Make 
California  Dry.  and  in  three  years  it  will  produce  ten  times  the  grape-juice 
that  it  ever  did  of  wines,  and  will  double  the  output  of  raisins,  figs,  apricots, 
prunes,  oranges  and  lemons  and  their  fruit  juices  that  arc  all  physical  and 
mental  preservatives,  instead  of  poisons.  Make  California  Dry,  and  in 
three  years  every  winery  will  be  a  food-factory  and  every  brewery  will  be 
turned  from  a  morgue  of  death-dealing  hell  to  a  fruit-juice  factory  of  health 
and  happiness. 

I  want  California  to  vote  Dry,  and  legislate  for  human  growth  and  de- 
velopment, instead  of  for  the  benefit  of  the  human  vampires  that  live  off 
the  earnings  and  life  of  toiling  millions. 

I  want  the  stolen  lands  of  the  despotic  monopolist  who  controls  the 
streams  and  water  powers,  restrains  development  and  defies  the  courts  and 
the  State,  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  all  the  people.  I  want  a  happy  home  on 
every  acre  of  California.  I  want  the  brewery  for  a  food-factory  and  the 
disitllery  for  a  workshop.  I  want  more  energy,  education  and  endurance 
and  less  enervation,  ignorance  and  poverty.  I  want  more  God-loving,  and 
less  God-cursing  people. 

I  want  the  mightiest  civilization  of  history  here  in  California  for  all 
cities,  countries  and  civilizations  of  the  earth  to  emulate. 
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"The  Saloon  Got  My  Money." 
THE  TOILER'S  DUTY. 

The  toilers  of  the  country  aggregate  about  6.000.000  people.  So  that 
every  toiler  who  dots  not  drink  has  to  pack  on  his  hack— feed,  clothe, 
sleep,  and  buy  whiskey  for  one  drinking  man  that  consumes  all  the  time, 
and  produces  nothing.  .  •■«.*. 

Is  it  any  wonder  the  high  cost  of  living  is  increasing  and  has  been  in- 
creasing about  in  the  same  proportion  that  Booze  consumption  has  in- 
creased? . 

Is  it  any  wonder  that  the  toiling  masses  arc  poor,  poorer,  poorest,  and 
the  distiller,  brewer,  saloonkeeper  and  landlord  of  the  Booze-Joints  are 
rich,  richer,  richest?  . 

If  the  $30  000.000  that  is  now  spent  annually  in  California  for  Koozc 
were  expended  in  wages  in  gainful  pursuits,  and  this  Booze  Drinker  were 
taken  off  the  back  of  each  toiler  of  the  State  of  California,  do  you  suppose 
that  there  would  be  an  army  of  able-bodied  men  unemployed,  crying  for 

'"^Laboring  men,  this  is  your  fight  for  work— for  Bread!    You  have  the 

chance!  You  have  the  Ballot!  WHAT  ARE  YOU  GOING  TO  DO 
WITH  IT? 

Where  and  when  does  the  Booze  traffic  employ  labor,  or  where  19  it 
ever  an  industry1  It  pays  onlj  $1.23  per  $100  for  labor  as  against  $22  in 
manufacture  of  boots  and  shoes;  $24  for  furniture;  $25  for  hardware:  $18 
for  clothing,  cotton  goods,  men's  and  women's  furnishings.    Booze  always 

FO  BIn  industrial  pursuits  in  California  the  capital  invested  in  the  whole 
Booze  industry,  wines  and  all.  is  less  than  two  per  cent  of  that  invested  in 
other  industries.  And  the  cash  spent,  for  which  NOTHING  is  received  but 
misery  want,  disease,  degeneracy  and  death,  exceeds  thirty  million  dollars^ 
And  easily  that  much  more  is  lost  to  the  State  by  the  loss  in  efficiency  and 
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waste.  All  <>f  which  $60,000,000  will  be  saved  to  the  toilers  of  the  State 
annually,  it  California  goes  Dry  in  November. 

On  the  cargo  of  the  Steamship  Musician,  that  landed  in  Los  Angeles 
Harbor,  June  11.  1914,  there  was  collected  $18,000  duty,  and  $16,000  of  it 
,\a-  collected  on  distilled  spirits  and  wines. 

If  $16,111)1)  were  paid  ou(  on  one  cargo  of  Booze,  to  the  government, 
at  an  average  duty  of  about  forty  per  cent,  two  and  one-half  times  that 
amount  were  paid  for  the  Booze  to  foreign  countries  from  which  the  ship- 
ment came.  Or  the  total  outgo  was  $40,000,  plus  the  customs  duty  of 
$16,001).  or  a  total  of  $56,000,  of  which  $40,000  went  out  of  the  country  to  a 
foreign  land     What  did  Labor  get? 

The  imports  of  wines  last  year  were  $10.078,707 — distilled  spirits. 
$7,374,157.  and  malt  liquors.  $.3.290.265— a  total  of  $20,743,129,  bearing  a  tax 
of  4D  per  cent,  or  $8,297,251— a  total  wholesale  cost  of  $29,040,380. 

I  want  that  twenty-nine  million  dollars  spent  for  labor,  merchandise, 
clothes,  food  and  education  in  our  own  country,  instead  of  to  destroy  man- 
hood and  womanhood. 

Let  u>  bring  it  home.  The  State  of  California  expends  annually  for 
BoOZC  thirty  million  dollars  in  round  numbers,  and  the  whole  traffic  em- 
ploys and  expends  for  labor  less  than  any  other  industry. 

If  this  $30,000,000  were  spent  annually  for  merchandise,  labor,  food. 
Clothes  or  education,  what  would  hi-  the  material  and  moral  advantage  to 
the  State? 

The  advantages  of  Dry  communities,  cities,  towns  and  states,  over 
Wet  communities,  cities,  towns  and  states,  are  no  longer  debatable.  They 
arc  proven  facts,  in  every  department  of  trade,  commerce,  social,  material 
and  moral  reform  and  uplift. 

READ  AND  CAREFULLY  DIGEST  THE  LETTERS  OF  THE 
GOVERNORS. 

THIS  REVOLUTION  is  not  a  fanatical  agitator's  dream,  nor  a  wild 
chimerical  religious  fancy  to  exploit  the  people.  But  it  is  a  Great,  Big, 
Broad.  Uplifting,  Elevating,  Advancing.  Sociological.  Economic  Revolution 
for  the  Betterment  in  the  Battle  of  Life  of  all  the  Citizens  of  the  State. 

It  is  a  Battle  to  Buttress  the  Babes  and  Boys  against  the  Battlements  of 
Booze ! 

STATE-WIDE  PROHIBITION  IS  STATE-WIDE  PROMOTION. 

Let  us  Banish  Booze.  Build  Boys  into  Manly  Men  of  character,  and  go 
into  the  business  of  Constructive,  instead  of  Destructive  citizenship-. 

1  want  a  constructive,  initiative,  active  California,  conserving  children, 
instead  of  conserving  consuming  criminals. 

To  eradicate  the  germs  of  any  disastrous  disease  it  is  often  necessary 
to  destroy,  to  burn  down  the  old  infected  building,  and  build  clean  and 
new.  on  linn,  strong,  sanitary  ground. 

1  want  to  pass  this  amendment  to  prevent  further  impoverishment  of 
the  public  by  the  poison,  Booze. 

Then,  1  want  to  pass  another  amendment,  to  the  law  of  eminent  do- 
main— constructive,  initiative,  active  and  virile,  that  will  give  the  State  the 
right  to  acquire  by  condemnation  for  colonization  purposes  the  great 
holdings  of  lands  now  kept  from  intensive  cultivation  by  land  monopolists. 
I  want  these  lands  for  homes  for  the  homeless  and  the  unemployed,  and  for 
the  saloonkeepers  and  bartenders  and  others  now  engaged  in  the  Booze 
traffic. 

These  enormous  holdings  are  a  menace  and  hindrance  to  the  develop- 
ment of  both  material  and  moral  welfare  of  the  State. 

The  O'Neil  ranch  in  San  Diego  county  of  175.000  acres,  the  Irvine  ranch 
in  Orange  county,  the  Great  holdings  in  Los  Angeles,  Ventura,  Santa 
Barbara  and  San  Luis  Obispo  counties,  the  750,000  acres  of  the  Kern 
Trading  Co.  in  Kern  county,  and  the  Miller  &  Lux  principality  of  more 
than  a  million  acres  in  Kern,  King  and  Fresno  counties,  and  the  dozens  of 
others  of  from  fifty  to  a  hundred  thousand  acres  in  Central  and  Northern 
California  should  be  acquired  by  the  State,  and  cut  up  into  small  farms  of 
ten,  twenty  and  forty  acres  for  the  homeless  and  the  unemployed. 
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I  want  these  vast  tracts  of  land  leased  or  sold  on  easy  tcrn^  to  the 
unemployed  and  the  immigration  that  is  at  our  doors  now.  I  want  to  turn 
the  stream  of  gold  that  is  now  going  into  the  Saloon,  Brewery  and  Dis- 
tillery into  industry — into  fruit  and  food-raising,  employing  idleness  into 

thrift. 

This  State  should  raise  a  hundred  times  the  fruit  and  food  it  now  raises. 
With  the  Panama  Canal  we  can  supply  the  world  with  fruits  and  fruit- 
sugars,  honey,  poultry,  eggs,  butter  and  the  like.  Many  millions  of  dollars 
now  go  out  of  the  State  that  should  remain  here,  and  milliuns  ought  to  be 
received  for  these  very  things,  instead  of  being  paid  out.  This  is  construc- 
tive conservation  of  our  natural  and  physical  resources. 

England  consumes  more  than  ten  times  the  dried  fruits  that  we  do, 
and  raisins,  figs,  prunes,  apricots,  peaches,  pears,  apples  are  the  very  best 
of  foods.  "An  apple  a  day  will  keep  the  doctor  away"  is  older  than  you  or  I. 
f  want  to  promote  gainful  pursuits  where  sloth,  idleness,  waste,  and  drunk- 
enness prevail.    I  want  less  degeneracy  and  more  regeneration. 

There  is  no  reason  why  the  average  life  should  not  be  fifty  years  in- 
stead of  twenty-seven,  except  Booze. 

Banish  Booze,  eat,  breathe  and  live  intelligently  and  the  majority  of 
the  second  or  third  generation  will  live  a  hundred  years  instead  of  only  six 
years. 

Vote  California  Dry,  and  the  20,000  babes  that  die  in  California  before 
the  age  of  six  will  live  a  hundred  years.  And  who  can  measure  the  value 
of  one  human  life? 

THAT  PERSONAL  LIBERTY  CRY! 

That  personal  liberty  cry  is,  in  fact,  a  demand  for  an  outrageous  Spe- 
cial Privilege  to  sell  a  Poison  to  Destroy. 

The  infinite  wisdom  of  an  Omnicicnt  and  Immaculate  God  has  incul- 
cated in  the  heart  of  every  patriot  that  the  world  has  produced  the  knowl- 
edge that  the  greatest  happiness  of  a  people  consists  in  equal  and  absolute 
justice  between  the  governing  power  and  the  governed.  This  i>  priceless 
liberty,  the  synonymn  of  Christian  righteousne^-. 

Why  should  tlii-  special  privilege  to  sell  an  Intoxicant,  a  Poison,  be 
given  to  any  particular  set  of  men? 

The  Supreme  Court  says  "that  personal  liberty  is  liberty  regulated  by 
law." 

What  becomes  of  your  personal  liberty  when  the  Health  Officers  quar- 
antine your  house  when  scarlet  fever,  diphtheria,  smallpox  or  any  other 
disease  makes  it  so  dangerous  that  society  may  be  affected?  What  becomes 
of  it  when  you  are  compelled  to  comply  with  all  sanitary  and  building  regu- 
lations? What  becomes  of  it  when  you  want  to  put  a  wooden  building  on 
your  lot  in  the  fire  limits  in  the  city?  What  becomes  of  it  when  you  insult 
a  woman,  or  start  a  fight,  or  disobey  the  rules  of  the  road  with  JTOUr  auto- 
mobile, or  run  a  gambling  game  in  your  house?  Or  turn  your  home  into 
a  disreputable  place,  or  harbor  criminals,  or  start  a  bawdy  house?  Does 
not  Booze  defy  the  law,  and  foster  all  these  law  violations?  Out  on  this 
nonsense  and  rot  of  Personal  Liberty!  It  is  Personal  License  you  want  to 
live  off  the  toil  of  the  other  fellow. 

What  becomes  of  your  personal  liberty  when  the  tax  collector  makes 
you  pay  your  taxes,  or  when  Uncle  Sam  makes  you  pay  an  income  tax.  and 
the  revenue  collector  gets  after  you  and  puts  you  in  jail  for  violating  the 
law?    Your  personal  liberty  cry  is  Trash! 

GRAPE  INDUSTRY  BUGABOO  EXPOSED. 

In  the  monthly  Bulletin  of  the  State  Commission  of  Horticulture, 
March  and  April,  1913,  on  page  485,  I  find  the  following  J>y  F.  T.  Bioletti, 
in  charge  of  the  Horticulture  Bureau  at  the  Experimental  Station  at  Berke- 
ley, California:  "Grape  growing  in  California  is  an  industry  in  which  the 
possibilites  of  production  arc  practically  unlimited,  and  in  which  the  compe- 
tition among  producers  is  uncontrolled.  Under  such  conditions,  the  average 
price  received  by  the  producers  for  a  series  of  years  must  be  very  close  to 
the  average  cost  of  production." 

On  page  484  he  says:    "The  estimated  cost  of  $12  per  ton  in  the  in- 
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terior  vallej  s,  I  believe,  very  close  to  the  average  price  which  has  been 
paid  for  wine  grapes  there  during  the  last  ten  years." 

"Often  nothing  remains,  or,  in  other  words,  he  is  selling  his  grapes  at 
cost,  and  receives  nothing  for  his  time  and  expenditure  of  energy.  Not  un- 
frequently  an  examination  of  his  balance  sheet  will  show  that  his  profit  is 
B  minus  quantity.  In  fact,  there  are  many  vineyards  in  the  State,  both  large 
and  small,  which  an  accurate  system  of  bookkeeping  would  prove  to  be  con- 
ducted at  an  average  annual  loss  .  .  ."  "He  may  not  only  obtain  no  re- 
turns on  the  capital  invested  in  hi>  place,  but  he  may  fail  to  obtain  even 
current  rate  cf  wages  for  his  own  time  and  labor.  In  other  word$,  he  wouiu 
be  better  off  financially,  if  he  gave  his  vineyard  away,  and  worked  for  the 
man  he  gave  it  to." 

On  page  485  he  says:  "The  profit  of  the  producers,  as  a  whole,  will 
vary  to  a  great  extent  in  accordance  with  the  more  or  less  abundance  of 
the  crop,  but  oscillations  are  such  as  to  bring  the  average  very  close  to  zero. 
In  other  words,  the  average  price  obtained  by  the  producer  is  not  very 
far  in  either  direction  from  the  average  cost  of  production." 

On  page  486  of  the  same  bulletin  he  deals  with  the  raisin  industry  and 
finds  that  when  raisins  sell  at  3  cents  per  pound,  the  profits  to  the  farmer 
run  from  $12.50  to  $83  per  acre,  and  when  the  price  is  4  cents  per  pound, 
the  profits  run  from  $14.75  to  $133  per  acre.  At  page  490  appears  the 
following:  "The  gross  returns  of  the  vineyards  of  California  are  at  the 
present  time  not  far  from  $15,000,000  a  year.  The  United  States  alone 
would  consume  ten  times  the  amount  of  grapes,  raisins,  grape-juice  and 
wine  if  they  could  be  supplied  regularly  of  good  quality  and  at  a  moderate 
price." 

On  page  497  of  the  same  report,  Frank  T.  Sweet  of  Martinez,  California, 
in  his  paper,  says:  "Since  1907,  the  average  vineyard  of  the  interior  valleys 
has  been  run  at  a  financial  loss." 

"The  actual  cost  of  growing  wine  grapes  in  the  interior  on  average  land, 
including  interest  on  the  investment  and  taxes,  is  probably  net  less  than  $12 
a  ton.    "At  $6  a  ton,  the  prevalent  price  this  season,  there  is  a  heavy  loss." 

On  page  512  of  the  same  book,  Mr.  Horatio  F.  Stoll  of  San  Francisco, 
in  his  paper,  printed  in  the  bulletin,  says:  "One  of  the  most  serious  diffi- 
culties which  we  must  overcome,  if  we  hope  to  compete  successfully  with 
France.  Italy,  Germany,  Spain,  and  Portugal  in  the  wine  market  of  the 
world,  is  the  labor  problem.  This  fall  pickers  were  at  a  premium  in  the 
vineyards,  and,  as  a  result,  prohibitive  prices  had  to  be  paid  to  the 
Japs,  Hindus  and  other  available  help  that  could  be  pressed  into  service. 
But  with  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal,  it  is  expected  that  the  influx 
of  immigration  from  Southern  Europe  will  help  to  adjust  this  vexing 
problem." 

This  is  not  a  very  promising  outlook  for  the  toiler  of  today,  nor  the 
toiler  of  the  future.  At  the  present  time,  the  gentleman  confesses  that 
their  employes  in  the  vineyards  are  now  Japs  and  Hindus,  and  their  only 
hope  of  competition  is  the  cheap  labor  that  will  be  imported  from  Southern 
Europe  through  the  Panama  Canal. 

How  do  you  like  the  looks  of  this,  Mr.  Laboring  Man? 

Let  us  analyze  the  facts  a  little  further.  In  the  state  of  California 
there  are  approximately  330,000  acres  planted  to  grapes  of  all  kinds. 
Fifty  per  cent  of  this  is  in  wine  grapes;  eighteen  per  cent  in  table  grapes,, 
and  thirty-two  per  cent  in  raisin  grapes.  That  is  170,000  acres  in  wine 
grapes,  50,000  acres  in  table  grapes,  and  110,000  acres  in  raisin  grapes. 

In  1913,  7.363  carloads  of  table  grapes,  worth  $1250  a  car,  less  the  cost 
of  freight,  refrigeration,  commission  for  selling,  etc.,  of  $300  per  car,  leaving 
a  net  value  of  $950  a  car,  were  produced — a  total  value  of  $6.994,850 — or  in 
other  words,  th  •  50,000  acres  of  table  grapes  produced  $6,994,850,  while 
110,000  acres  of  raisins  produced  only  about  $4,500,000.  And  the  170,000 
acres  in  wine  grapes  produced  180,000  tons  that  were  used  in  dry  wine  pro- 
duction: 212,937  tons  in  sweet  wine  production;  and  51,475  tons  in  brandy 
production;  a  total  of  444,412  tons,  at  $10  a  ton,  produced  $4,444,120.  (But 
Mr.  Sweet  says:  The  prevalent  price  this  season  was  only  $6),  but  for  the 
sake  of  the  argument  say,  $10  a  ton,  the  wine  grape  value  was  $4,444,120. 
The  50,000  acres  of  table  grapes  produced  times  more  than  the  170,000 
acres  of  wine  grapes:  and  the  110,000  acres  of  raisin  grapes  produced  a  little 
more  than  the  170,000  acres  of  wine  grapes. 

Or,  in  other  words,  table  grapes  produced  about  $140  per  acre;  raisin 
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grapes  produced  about  $41  per  acre,  and  wine  grapes  produced  less  than 
$26  per  acre.  So  it  will  be  seen  that  table  grapes  produce  $59  an  acre 
more  than  raisin  grapes,  and  $114  more  than  wine  grapes. 

Land  at  $300  an  acre  that  only  produces  $26  in  wine  grapes  and  $41 
in  raisin  grapes  is  not  making  very  much  profit  to  the  owner,  after  he  pays 
his  interest  on  his  investment,  taxes,  and  runs  the  chances  of  a  crop 
failure  every  few  years. 

The  true  facts  are.  as  pointed  out  by  Professor  Rioletti,  that  the 
wine  grapes  are  produced  at  a  loss  instead  of  a  profit.  The  only  man 
getting  a  profit  out  of  the  wine  grapes  is  the  winemaker.  And  he  gets 
his  profit  by  turning  fruit  sugars  in  the  grapes,  that  is  a  valuable  food- 
product,  into  poisons  that  destroy  the  race. 

There  is  not  a  foot  of  land  in  California  growing  grapes  that  cannot 
earn  double  the  money  raising  grapes  for  grape-juice,  instead  of  wines. 
Professor  Bioletti  says:  "Any  grape  which  will  make  good  wine  will  make 
good  grape-juice,  and  the  best  for  one  purpose  is  the  best  for  the  other." 

The  same  land  upon  which  grapes  are  grown,  with  water  on  it.  any- 
where in  California,  with  the  exception  of  less  than  20,000  acres  of  sand 
plains,  most  of  which  are  in  the  county  of  San  Bernardino,  will  produce 
six  crops  of  alfalfa,  and  cut  a  ton  to  the  cutting,  worth  $10  a  ton,  or  will 
produce  $60  per  acre  in  alfalfa.  It  will  do  this  if  the  alfalfa  is  fed  to  hogs 
or  cattle.  It  will  earn  this  much  money  in  bacon,  beef  or  butterfat. 
While  in  walnuts,  the  land  will  pay  ten  per  cent  on  $1000  per  acre.  In 
Smyrna  figs,  peaches,  prunes,  apricots,  and  the  like,  it  will  produce  from 
$100  to  $500  per  acre;  as  it  will  also  in  berries,  currants  and  all  kinds  of 
vegetables,  chickens  and  eggs. 

So  it  will  be  seen  that  the  bug-a-boo  of  destroying  the  profitable 
industry  of  California — the  wine  industry — is  a  false  assumption,  and  is  not 
true. 

Horticulturists'  Paradise. 

The  decomposed  granite  and  volcanic  soil  on  the  plains,  in  Antelope 
and  the  San  Joaquin  valleys,  supplied  with  water  will  raise  the  finest  apples, 
pears,  peaches,  apricots,  prunes,  plums,  almonds,  walnuts,  olives,  figs,  dates, 
berries  of  all  kinds,  vegetables,  alfalfa  and  grains  most  luxuriantly. 

Oranges  and  lemons  will  produce  from  $300  to  $1000  per  acre,  there  are 
many  groves  in  Southern  California  paying  good  interest  on  $3(KH)  per  acre. 

Walnuts  will  produce  ten  per  cent  net,  on  $1000  per  acre. 

Avocados  or  Alligator  pears  will  produce  from  $1000  to  $5000  per 
acre.    Avocados  and  lemons  require  frostless  territory. 

Smyrna  figs  will  produce  from  $300  to  $500  per  acre,  as  will  also 
peaches,  pears,  prunes  and  apricots.  Olives  can  be  raised  on  side  hills 
that  by  many  are  considered  worthless,  and  will  produce  from  $100  to  $300 
per  acre. 

Just  one  instance  of  the  many  that  could  be  cited  is  the  following: 

Ventura,  Sept.  4.  1913. — From  107  unirrigated  apricot  trees  on  two  acres 
of  ground,  W.  \V.  Smith  of  the  Ventura  avenue  district  harvested  922  boxes 
of  fruit,  netting  him  $1146.52  at  11J4  cents  a  pound,  or  $573  per  acre. 

Alfalfa — Good  alfalfa  land  will  produce  from  ten  to  fifteen  tons  to  the 
acre,  and  it  readily  sells  at  $12  to  $20  per  ton.  Alfalfa  can  be  raised 
between  the  rows  of  fruit  trees  while  they  are  maturing. 

Berries — Raspberries,  strawberries,  currants,  etc..  will  produce  from 
$100  to  $300  per  acre. 

Vegetables — Potatoes,  onions,  carrots,  and  all  kinds  of  vegetables  can 
be  raised  all  the  year  round,  and  with  good  care  and  cultivation  and  plenty 
of  water  on  will  fertilized  soil,  produce  from  $100  to  $500  per  acre.  Vege- 
tables and  alfalfa  can  be  raised  between  the  rows  of  fruit  trees  while  they 
are  maturing,  providing  a  revenue  from  the  beginning. 

Chickens,  squabs,  and  turkeys,  sell  at  25  cents  to  35  cents  per  pound, 
while  eggs  have  an  average  market  of  from  25  cents  to  45  cents  per  dozen. 

If  every  wine  grape  in  the  state  were  budded  into  raisin  grapes,  or 
uprooted  and  the  ground  planted  to  fruit  trees,  or  put  into  alfalfa,  it  would 
be  a  blessing  financially  and  every  other  way.  to  every  toiler  in  the  state. 
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A  CONCRETE  EXAMPLE. 


The  town  of  Selma,  Fresno  County,  in  the  very  heart  of  the  grape, 
raisin  and  fruit  industry  of  Central  California,  at  the  first  election  to  vote 
out  the  saloons,  went  dry  by  a  very  small  majority — just  enough  to  carry  it. 
And  two  years  later  it  went  dry  by  a  small  increased  majority  again;  and 
two  years  later  it  was  again  assailed  by  the  liquor  interest  in  a  desperate 
battle,  that  resulted  in  an  overwhelming  majority  for  the  dry  town.  The 
prosperity  was  general,  and  the  merchants  and  business  men  were  so 
prosperous  that  the  stores  increased  the  price  of  their  goods,  and  suits 
were  increased  five  dollars  each.  And  the  boys  who  used  to  wear  overalls, 
cheap  underclothing,  and  cheap  clothes  because  they  spent  their  money  in 
the  saloons,  began  to  buy  better  hats  and  ties  and  shoes  and  socks  and  good 
suits,  and  had  bank  accounts  and  were  clean-shaven  and  clear-eyed  and 
prosperous. 

One  merchant  told  me  that  "Men  used  to  come  into  town  Saturday 
nights  to  buy  booze  and  get  drunk,  and  now  they  come  in  with  their  wives 
and  children  l<>  buy  necessities  from  the  merchants,  and  pay  their  bills." 
"And  today  the  whisky  men  haven't  enough  money  to  make  Selma  wet," 
"and  Selma  is  the  best  and  most  prosperous  town  in  the  San  Joaquin  Valley, 
and  has  more  money  per  capita  in  its  banks  than  any  wet  town  in  Cali- 
fornia." What  is  true  of  Selma  is  true  of  every  dry  town  in  California, 
and  three-fourths  of  them  arc  dry. 

To  make  California  dry  will  make  it  green  and  golden  with  prosperity. 
To  make  California  dry  will  not  dc>troy  but  will  build  up  its  honest  industry 
and  character,  and  slop  the  destruction  of  both.  It  will  stop  the  waste  and 
destruction  of  the  best  that  is  in  men  and  women  and  save  the  crops  of 
the  soil  and  trees  to  legitimate  business.  Nay,  it  will  save  the  crop  of  boys 
and  girls  to  a  better  manhood  and  womanhood. 

WHAT  LINCOLN  SAID. 

Today  there  are  five  hundred  fan-flaming,  fraudulent,  lying,  slanderous 
and  libellous  billboards  in  and  around  this  city  advertising  beer,  to  attract 
the  attention  of  the  boys  and  girls.  I  counted  thirty-eight  from  Seventh 
street  to  Venice  on  the  short-line.  On  one  of  them  1  saw  what  purported 
to  be  a  representation  of  Lincoln's  home,  showing  him  as  a  rail  splitter, 
and  an  advocate  of  booze. 

There  never  was  a  baser  slander  and  libel  uttered  or  published  than 
this  against  the  Immortal  Dead!  And  this  desecration  should  be  prohibited 
by  law  in  every  civilized  community.  Listen,  and  read,  what  Lincoln  did 
say  in  his  Memorial  Day  Address  at  Springfield  on  Washington's  Birthday, 
February  22,  1842: 

"Although  the  temperance  cause  has  been  in  progress  for  nearly  twenty 
years,  it  is  apparent  to  all  that  it  is  just  now  being  crowned  with  a  degree 
of  success  hitherto  unparalleled. 

"The  list  of  its  friends  is  daily  swelled  by  the  additions  of  fifties,  of 
hundreds  and  of  thousands.  The  cause  itself  s.eems  suddenly  transformed 
from  a  cold  abstract  theory  to  a  living,  breathing,  active  and  powerful 
chieftain,  going  forth  'conquering  and  to  conquer.'  The  citadels  of  his  great 
adversary  are  daily  being  stormed  and  dismantled;  his  temples  and  his 
altars,  where  the  rites  of  idolatrous  worship  have  long  been  performed, 
and  where  human  sacrifices  have  long  been  wont  to  be  made,  are  daily 
desecrated  and  deserted.  The  triumph  of  the  conqueror's  fame  is  sounding 
from  hill  to  hill,  from  sea  to  sea,  and  from  land  to  land,  and  calling 
millions  to  his  standard  at  a  blast.  .  .  The  preacher,  it  is  said,  advocates 
temperance  because  he  is  a  fanatic,  and  desires  a  union  of  the  church 
and  state;  the  lawyer  from  his  pride  of  hearing  himself  speak,  and  the 
hired  agent  for  his  salary.  But  when  one  has  long  been  known  as  a 
victim  of  intemperance  bursts  the  fetters  that  have  bound  him  and  appears 
before  his  neighbors,  'clothed  and  in  his  right  mind,'  a  redeemed  specimen 
of  long  lost  humanity,  and  stands  up,  with  tears  of  joy  trembling  in  his 
eyes,  to  tell  of  the  miseries  once  endured,  now  to  be  endured  no  more 
forever;  of  his  once  naked  and  starving  children,  now  clad  and  fed  com- 
fortably; of  a  wife  long  weighed  down  by  woe,  weeping  and  a  broken 
heart,  now  restored  to  health,  happiness  and  renewed  affection;  and  how 
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easily  it  is  all  done;  how  simple  his  language;  there  is  a  logic  and  an 
eloquence  in  it  that  few  with  human  feelings  can  resist.    .  . 

"Whether  or  not  the  world  would  be  vastly  benefited  by  a  total  and 
final  banishment  from  it  of  all  intoxicating  drinks  seems  to  me  not  now  an 
open  question.  Three-fourths  of  mankind  confess  the  affirmative  with  their 
tongues,  and  -I  believe  all  the  rest  acknowledge  it  in  their  hearts.    .  . 

"For  the  man  suddenly,  or  in  any  other  way,  to  break  off  from  the 
use  of  drams  who  has  indulged  in  them  for  a  long  course  of  years,  and 
until  his  appetite  for  them  has  grown  ten,  or  a  hundredfold  stronger  and 
more  craving  than  any  natural  appetite  can  be,  requires  a  most  powerful 
moral  effort.  In  such  an  undertaking  he  needs  every  moral  support  and 
influence  that  can  possibly  be  brought  to  his  aid,  and  thrown  around  him. 
And  not  only  so,  but  every  moral  prop  should  be  taken  from  whatever 
argument  might  rise  in  his  mind  to  lure  him  to  his  backsliding.  When  he 
casts  his  eyes  around  him,  he  should  be  able  to  see  all  that  he  respects, 
all  that  he  admires,  all  that  he  loves,  kindly  and  anxiously  pointing  him 
onward,  and  none  beckoning  hiin  back  to  his  former  miserable  'wallowing 
in  the  mire.'        .  . 

"The  demon  of  intemperance  ever  seems  to  have  gone  forth  like  an 
Egyptian  angel  of  death,  commissioned  to  slay,  if  not  the  first,  the  fairest 
born  of  every  family.  Shall  he  now  be  arrested  in  his  desolating  career? 
In  that  arrest,  all  can  give  aid  that  will;  and  who  shall  be  excused  that 
can  and  will  not?  Far  around  as  human  breath  has  ever  blown  he  keeps 
our  fathers,  our  brothers,  our  sons  and  our  friends  prostrate  in  the  chains 
of  moral  death.  .  .  If  the  relative  grandeur  of  revolutions  shall  be  esti- 
mated by  the  great  amount  of  human  misery  they  alleviate,  and  the  small 
amount  they  inflict,  then  indeed  will  this  be  the  grandest  the  world  shall 
have  ever  seen.    .    .  . 

"In  the  temperance  revolution  we  shall  find  a  stronger  bondage  broken, 
a  viler  slavery  manumitted,  a  greater  tyrant  deposed;  in  it  more  want 
supplied,  more  disease  healed,  more  sorrow  assuaged.  By  it  no  orphans 
starving,  no  widows  weeping.  By  it  none  wounded  in  feeling,  none 
injured  in  interests.  Even  the  drammaker  and  dramseller  will  have  glided 
into  other  occupations  so  gradually  as  never  to  have  felt  the  change,  and 
will  stand  ready  to  join  all  others  in  the  universal  song  of  gladness.  And 
what  a  noble  ally  this  for  the  cause  of  political  freedom;  with  such  an  aid 
its  inarch  cannot  fail  to  be  on  and  on,  until  every  son  of  earth  shall  drink 
in  rich  fruition  the  sorrow-quenching  draughts  of  perfect  liberty.  Happy 
day  when  all  appetites  controlled,  all  passions  subdued,  all  matter  -ubjected — 
mind  all-conquering  mind,  shall  live  and  move  the  monarch  of  the  world. 
Glorious  consummation.     Hail,  fall  of  fury!    Reign  of  reason,  all  hail!" 

THE  LEGAL  STATUS  OF  BOOZE. 
The  saloon  is  a  public  nuisance. 

At  the  National  Democratic  Convention,  in  Denver,  1908,  I  tried  to 
get  these  six  words  in  the  platform:  "The  saloon  is  a  public  nuisance." 

The  party  that  refuses  to  put  them  in  its  platform,  or  take  a  stronger 
stand,  at  the  next  presidential  election' will  go  down  to  defeat. 

The  saloon  is,  at  best,  a  legalized  outlaw.  It  stands  in  the  same  relation 
to  society  that  the  murderer,  the  burglar  and  the  highwayman  stand  in 
the  penitentiary.  Like  them,  it  must  be  given  civil  rights  before  it  can  do 
business.    It  must  be  legalized  to  transact  business. 

It  is  the  only  legalized  public  nuisance  in  this  country. 

A  public  nuisance  at  common  law  is  defined  as  "A  public  nuisance  is 
what  injures  the  citizens  generally  who  may  be  circumstanced  so  as  to 
come  within  its  influence."  Westcott  vs.  Middleton,  43  N.  J.  Equity  478; 
Lansing  vs.  Smith,  8  Cowan  (N.  Y.)  146.  The  Civil  Code  of  California  de- 
fines a  nuisance  to  be,  (Sec.  3479),  "Anything  which  is  injurious  to  health 
or  is  indecent  or  offensive  to  the  senses,  or  obstructive  to  the  free  use  of 
property,  so  as  to  interfere  with  the  comfortable  enjoyment  of  life  or 
property." 

Sec.  3480,  "A  public  nuisance  is  one  which  affects  at  the  same  time  an 
entire  community  or  neighborhood,  or  any  considerable  number  of  persons, 
although  the  extent  of  the  annoyance  or  damage  inflicted  upon  individuals 
may  be  unequal." 
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Under  these  decisions,  do  you  not  think  that  ten  saloons  in  one  block 
in  Los  Angeles  between  First  and  Second  streets,  on  Main,  are  nuisances? 

Do  you  not  think  that  the  2100  saloons  in  San  Francisco,  and  the 
other  four  thousand  places  where  BOOZE  is  sold,  are  nuisances? 

Do  you  not  think  that  the  11,000  in  New  York,  and  the  7500  in  Chicago, 
and  the  2200  in  Milwaukee,  Cleveland,  St.  Louis,  Philadelphia,  New  Orleans, 
each,  and  the  Hundred  Thousand  more  in  the  country,  sowing  seed  of 
crime  and  misery,  are  not  nuisances? 

Why  is  it  that  they  are  all  closed  in  time  of  great  disaster,  or  public 
calamity  of  earthquake,  fire,  strikes,  and  even  on  election  day,  if  they  are 
NOT  PUBLIC  NUISANCES? 

There  is  no  category  in  which  the  saloon  can  be  classified  that  it  is 
not  a  Public  Nuisance.  Its  ramifying  influences  for  evil  are  so  insidious 
and  far-reaching  that  it  can  never  be  anything  else  than  a  Public  Nuisance. 

WHAT  THE  SUPREME  COURT  SAYS. 

The  saloon  men  talk  of  rights!  The  traffic  has  no  inherent  rights.  The 
only  rights  it  has  are  those  granted  by  you — the  municipality. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  and  of  every  state  in  the 
Union  has  so  held  in  a  hundred  cases. 

In  the  principal  case,  of  Crowley  vs.  Christensen,  from  this — the  State 
of  California — the  Sup  reme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  137  U.  S.  87,  says: 

"It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  it  is  the  right  of  every  citizen  of  the 
United  States  to  pursue  any  lawful  trade  or  business,  under  such  restrictions 
as  are  imposed  upon  all  persons  of  the  same  age,  sex  and  condition.  But 
the  possession  and  enjoyment  of  all  rights  are  subject  to  such  reasonable 
conditions  as  may  be  deemed  by  the  governing  authority  of  the  country 
essential  to  the  safety,  health,  peace,  good  order  and  morals  of  the  com- 
munity. Even  liberty  itself,  the  greatest  of  all  rights,  is  not  unrestricted 
license  to  act  according  to  one's  own  will.  It  is  only  freedom  from  restraint 
under  conditions  essential  to  the  equal  enjoyment  of  the  same  right  by 
others.  It  is  then  liberty  regulated  by  law.  The  right  to  acquire,  enjoy 
and  dispose  of  property  is  declared  in  the  constitutions  of  several  states 
to  be  one  of  the  inalienable  rights  of  man.  But  this  declaration  is  not  held 
to  preclude  the  Legislature  of  any  state  from  passing  laws  respecting  the 
acquisition,  enjoyment  and  disposition  of  property.    .    .  . 

"For  the  pursuit  of  any  lawful  trade  or  business  the  law  imposes  similar 
conditions.  Regulations  respecting  them  are  almost  infinite,  varying  with 
the  nature  of  the  business.  Some  occupations  by  the  noise  made  in  their 
pursuit,  some  by  the  odors  they  engender,  and  some  by  the  dangers  accom- 
panying them,  require  regulations  as  to  the  locality  in  which  they  shall  be 
conducted.  Some  by  the  dangerous  character  of  the  articles  used,  manu- 
factured or  sold,  require,  also,  special  qualifications  in  the  parties  permitted 
to  use,  manufacture  or  sell  them.  All  this  is  but  common  knowledge,  and 
would  hardly  be  mentioned  were  it  not  for  the  position  often  taken,  and 
vehemently  pressed  that  there  is  something  wrong  in  principle  and  objec- 
tionable in  similar  restrictions  when  applied  to  the  business  of  selling  by 
retail,  in  small  quantities,  spirituous  and  intoxicating  liquors.  It  is  urged 
that,  as  the  liquors  are  used  as  a  beverage,  and  the  injury  following  them,  if 
taken  in  excess,  is  voluntarily  inflicted  and  is  confined  to  the  party  offend- 
ing, their  sale  should  be  without  restrictions,  the  contention  being  that 
what  a  man  shall  drink,  equally  with  what  he  shall  eat,  is  not  properly 
matter  for  legislation. 

"There  is  in  this  position  an  assumption  of  a  fact  which  does  not 
exist,  that  when  the  liquors  are  taken  in  excess  the  injuries  are  confined 
to  the  party  offending.  The  injury,  it  is  true,  first  falls  upon  him  in  his 
health,  which  the  habit  undermines;  in  his  morals,  which  it  weakens;  and  in 
the  self-abasement  which  it  creates.  But  as  it  leads  to  neglect  of  business 
and  waste  of  property,  and  general  demoralization,  it  affects  those  who 
are  immediately  connected  with  and  dependent  upon  him.  By  the  general 
concurrence  of  opinion  of  every  civilized  and  Christian  community,  THERE 
ARE  FEW  SOURCES  OF  CRTME  AND  MISERY  TO  SOCIETY 
EQUAL  TO  THE  DRAM  SHOP,  WHERE  INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS,  IN  SMALL  QUANTITIES,  TO  BE  DRUNK  AT  THE 
TIME.  ARE  SOLD  INDISCRIMINATELY  TO  ALL  PARTIES  AP- 
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PLYINQ.  THE  STATISTICS  OF  EVERY  STATE  SHOW  A  GREATER 
AMOUNT  OF  CRIME  AND  MISERY  ATTRIBUTABLE  TO  THE 
USE  OF  ARDENT  SPIRITS  OBTAINED  AT  THESE  RETAIL 
LIQUOR  SALOONS  THAN  TO  ANY  OTHER  SOURCE. 

"The  sale  of  such  liquors  in  this  way  has,  therefore,  been,  at  all  times, 
by  the  courts  of  every  state,  considered  as  the  proper  subject  of  legislative 
regulations.  Not  only  may  a  license  be  exacted  from  the  keeper  of  the 
saloon  before  a  glass  of  his  liquors  can  be  thus  disposed  of,  but  restrictions 
may  be  imposed  as  to  the  class  of  persons  to  whcm  they  may  be  sold,  and 
the  hcurs  cf  the  day  and  the  days  of  the  week  on  which  the  saloons  may 
be  opened.  Their  sale  in  that  form  may  be  absolutely  prohibited.  It  is  a 
question  of  public  expediency  and  public  morality,  and  not  of  federal  law. 
The  police  power  of  the  state  is  fully  competent  to  regulate  the  business — 
to  mitigate  its  evils  or  to  suppress  it  entirely.  THERE  IS  NO  INHE- 
RENT RIGHT  IN  A  CITIZEN  TO  THUS  SELL  INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS  BY  RETAIL;  IT  IS  NOT  A  PRIVILEGE  OF  A  CITIZEN 
OF  THE  STATE  OR  OF  A  CITIZEN  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES.  As 
it  is  a  business  attended  WITH  DANGER  TO  THE  COMMUNITY, 
it  may,  as  already  said,  BE  ENTIRELY  PROHIBITED,  or  be  permitted 
under  such  conditions  as  will  limit  to  the  utmost  its  evils.  The  manner 
and  extent  of  regulation  rest  in  the  discretion  of  the  governing  authority. 
That  authority  may  vest  in  such  officers  as  it  may  deem  proper  the  power 
of  passing  upon  applications  for  permission  to  carry  it  on,  and  to  issue 
licenses  for  that  purpose.  It  is  a  matter  of  legislative  will  only.  As  in  many 
other  cases,  the  officers  may  not  always  exercise  the  power  conferred  upon 
them  with  wisdom  or  justice  to  the  parties  affected.  But  that  is  a  matter 
which  does  not  affect  the  authority  of  the  state;  nor  is  it  one  which  can  be 
brought  under  the  cognizance  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States." 

The  same  court  says,  in  the  License  Cases,  5  Howard  (U.  S.)  632:  "It 
is  not  necessary  to  array  the  appalling  statistics  of  misery,  pauperism  and 
crime  which  have  their  origin  in  the  use  and  abuse  of  ardent  spirits.  The 
police  power,  which  is  exclusive  in  the  states,  is  competent  to  the  correction 
of  these  great  evils,  and  measures  of  restraint  and  prohibition  necessary  to 
effect  that  purpose  are  within  the  scope  of  that  authority,  and  if  a  loss 
of  revenue  should  accrue  to  the  United  States  from  a  diminished  consump- 
tion of  ardent  spirits,  she  will  be  a  gainer  a  thousand-fold  in  the  health, 
wealth  and  happiness  of  the  people." 

And  again  in  the  case  of  Mugler  vs.  Kansas,  123  U.  S.  86,  says:  "For 
we  cannot  shut  out  of  view  the  fact.  WITHIN  Till-:  KNOWLEDGE  OF 
ALL.  that  the  public  HEALTH,  the  public  MORALS,  and  the  public 
SAFETY  may  be  endangered  by  the  general  use  of  intoxicating  drinks: 
nor  the  fact,  established  by  statistics  accessible  to  every  one.  that  the  idle- 
ness, disorder,  pauperism  and  crime  existing  in  the  country  are,  in  some 
degree  at  least,  traceable  to  the  evil." 

The  Supreme  Court  of  Indiana  says:  "The  liquor  traffic  is  not  a 
harmless  and  useful  occupation,  but  an  occupation  that  is  hurtful,  harmful 
and  pernicious  to  society." 

The  Supreme  Court  of  South  Carolina  says:  "Liquor  in  its  nature 
is  dangerous  to  morals  and  good  order  and  health  and  the  safety  of  the 
people,  and  is  not  to  be  placed  upon  the  same  footing  with  the  ordinary 
commodities  of  life,  such  as  corn  and  wheat  and  cotton  and  potatoes." 

The  United  States  court  in  the  District  of  Columbia  says:  "The  law 
places  barrooms  and  tippling  houses  on  a  footing  of  tolerance  only,  and 
an  applicant  for  license,  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  business-man  proposing 
to  engage  in  any  lawful  business." 

The  Supreme  Court  of  Kansas  says:  "The  commodity  in  controversy 
is  intoxicating  liquor,  an  article  conceded  to  be  fraught  with  such  conta- 
gious peril  to  society  that  it  occupies  a  different  status  before  the  courts  and 
the  legislature  from  all  other  kinds  of  property." 

"By  the  general  concurrence  of  opinion  of  every  civilized  and  Christian 
community,  there  are  few  sources  of  crime  and  misery  to  society  equal  to 
the  dramshop." — Kansas  Supreme  Court,  State  vs.  Duerin.  80  Pac.  Rep..  989. 

"One  engaging  in  the  sale  of  liquor  at  retail,  does  so  subject  to  the 
right  of  the  state  under  its  police  power,  to  terminate  the  business  at  its 
pleasure. 

"There  is  no  contract  relation  between  the  state  and  the  licensed  retail 
liquor  dealer."    Meehan  vs.  Board  of  Commis.,  64  Atlantic  691. 

In  the  case  of  the  State  vs.  Corron.  62  Atlantic  1044,  the  Supreme  Court 
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of  New  Hampshire  Nays:  "The  right  to  sell  intoxicating  liquor  is  neither 
a  natural,  essential  cr  inherent,  inalienable,  nor  a  constitutional  right,  but 
one  w  hich  the  state  may  absolutely  take  away  or  regulate  in  its  discretion." 
(Citing  State  vs.  Holmes,  38  N.  H.  225.) 

"A  license  by  the  state  to  sell  intoxicating  liquors  is  not  a  contract, 
or  a  vested  right,  but  is  a  mere  permission,  which  the  state  is  entitled  to 
revoke  at  any  time." 

"We  presume  no  one  would  have  the  hardihood  to  contend  that  the 
retail  sale  of  intoxicating  drinks  does  not  tend,  in  a  large  degree,  to  demor- 
alize the  community,  to  foster  vice,  produce  crime,  and  beggary,  want  and 
misery." — Schwuchow  vs.  City  of  Chicago,  68th  111.,  448. 

Ste~  also  to  the  same  effect: 

Vol.  17  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law:  subject,  Intoxicating  Liquors. 

Com.  vs.  Casey,  134  Mass.  194. 

Robinson  vs.  Haug,  38  N.  W.  668 

Vol.  10  Central  Digest  625-631-667. 

Vol.  29,  Central  Digest  4-7,  103-104. 

Vol.  29,  Central  Digest,  Intoxicating  Liquors  1-4. 

See  also:  12S  U.  S.  1 ;  134  U.  S.  31:  145  U.  S.  421;  148  U.  S.  657. 

Delameter  vs.  So.  Dakota,  105  U.  S.  93. 

State  vs.  State  Capital  Co.  24  Okla.  252. 

Kirkpatrick  vs.  State,  138  Ga.  794. 

Hayner  vs.  State,  83  Ohio  St.,  178. 

State  vs.  Miller,  66  VV.  Va..  436. 

State  vs.  Davis,  84  So.  C.  512. 

McColum  vs.  MeConugby,  141  Iowa,  172. 

State  vs.  Lemp  Brewing  Co.,  79  Kan.,  705. 

DOES   PROHIBITION  PROHIBIT? 

There  remains  only  one  other  sophistry  to  be  answered.  That  is.  Does 
Prohibition  prohibit  ? 

The  letters  of  the  governors  of  the  Dry  States  fully  answer  that  ques- 
tion.   All  that  is  necessary  is  for  public  officers]  to  enforce  the  Law! 

Official  lawlessness  is  the  most  intriguing  and  insidious  evil  in  civil  gov- 
ernment.   It  strikes  at  the  very  foundation  of  government  and  is  anarchy. 

The  public  officer  who  wilfully  betrays  a  trust  is  as  guilty  of  treason  to 
his  state,  or  his  city,  as  was  Benedict  Arnold. 

Not  until  the  people  hold  public  officers  up  to  a  strict  adherence  and  ac- 
countability w  ill  betrayal  of  public  trust  end. 

Malfeasance  in  office  and  non-enforcement  of  law  are  the  two  greatest 
evils  in  civic  government.  And  my  experience  of  thirty  years  in  politics  is, 
that  the  dirty,  slimy,  insidious,  debasing  traffic  in  alcohol,  and  its  agency,  the 
modern  saloon,  are  responsible  for  these  iniquities. 

Every  city  in  the  United  States  that  has  been  slandered  and  disgraced 
by  the  exposures  of  investigations  has  been  the  victim  of  the  SALOON  IN 
POLITICS. 


THE 

Swaggering  Chieftain 


'1  DRANK  SO  MUCH  WHISKEY  I  DON'T  REMEMBER."  No  week  and  few  day*  pass  in 
any  criminal  court  in  any  city  in  America  but  some  despairing  prisoner  makes  this  statement. 


MR.  BOOZE 

And  His  Finished  Product 


A  HEART-TO-HEART  TALK  WITH  MR.  300ZE. 

Foul  Fiend  Incarnate,  Booze:  You  and  I  were  old  friends  for  a  long 
time.  Many  an  hour  1  have  spent,  and  many  a  dollar  have  I  thrown  over 
the  bar  of  the  saloon  into  your  coffers. 

Now  I  want  vou  to  conic  with  me  before  the  Bar  of  Public  Opinion  and 
justify  and  defend  your  right  of  robbery  and  existence. 

I  went  with  you  into  your  parlors  of  Rum,  Ruin  and  Sin,  tasted,  sipped 
and  supped  your  alluring  sweets  that  robbed  reason  and  flamed  passions 
into  furious  excesses  and  made  me  poorer  indeed. 

Now  1  want  you,  Mr.  Booze,  to  come  with  me  into  the  sanctuary  of  an 
enlightened  thought  and  richer  reason  of  sober  citizenship.  1  want  you 
to  meet  me  a>  1  met  you  before  the  bar.    But  this  must  be  the  Bar  of  Justice 
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and  Judgment,  of  good  citizenship,  character  and  government.  I  want  you 
to  come  with  me  into  the  forums  of  the  Home,  the  School,  the  College 
and  the  Library,  and  on  the  street  corners,  and  in  the  by-ways  and  high- 
ways; in  the  hamlets,  towns  and  cities  from  the  mountains  to  the  sea,  and 
discuss  the  fashioned  work  of  your  fury. 

I  want  you  to  look  into  the  faces  of  the  weeping  wives  that  you  have 
robbed  of  husbands  and  protectors.  I  want  you  to  tell  the  little  children 
of  the  happy  hearthstones  and  Christmas  Carols  you  have  for  them.  I 
want  you  to  look  into  the  jails  and  almhouses,  prisons  and  penitentiaries.  I 
want  you  to  come  with  me  to  San  Quentin  and  Folsom  and  look  at  the 
scaffolds  you  have  built  there  for  everyday  use  by  the  state  of  California. 
I  want  you  to  come  with  me  to  lone  and  Patton,  and  see  the  reason-bereft 
wrecks  of  men  and  women,  once  strong  in  the  gifts  of  God,  now  mumbling 
maniacs.  I  want  you  to  give  them  back  what  you  took  from  them,  with 
your  lying,  cheating,  fraudulent  pretenses  and  promises. 

I  do  not  ask  you  to  despoil  the  sanctuaries  of  Jesus  by  your  presence 
in  the  pulpit  to  justify  your  infamies,  but  come  with  me  before  the  people 
you  have  deceived  and  arc  deceiving  and  robbing  every  day.  Come  with 
me  into  the  slums  of  San  Francisco,  on  Barbary  Coast — into  the  brothels 
and  see  the  thousands  of  samples  of  your  handiwork  in  the  beautiful  young 
girls  you  lured  from  paths  of  virtue  and  homes  of  hope  and  happiness  into 
dens  of  vice  and  lives  of  shame  from  which  they  have  no  hope  of  honor, 
home  or  heaven. 

We  will  not  spend  any  time  talking  to  or  with  the  church  people.  They 
know  your  villanics!  Come  on,  we  will  talk  to  the  world,  and  worldly  men 
and  women.  An  election  is  on  to  put  you  out  of  business.  You  must  defend 
and  justify  or  be  banished  from  the  state  and  nation.  This  is  no  old 
woman's  quilting  bee.  This  is  a  fight  between  you  and  humanity.  This  is 
a  fight  against  the  devil  and  hell,  and  you  must  defend  them  now,  with 
reason  and  argument.  To  buy  or  bribe  the  public  press  with  flaming,  lying, 
slanderous,  libelous  misstatements  will  not  suffice.  You  have  worked  that 
game  and  blazoned  billboards  with  libels  of  Lincoln  long  enough.  You 
can't  fool  the  people  any  longer.    You  must  fight. 

Come  on.  If  you  can't  come,  send  your  best  generals.  Hire  your 
lawyers  and  orators-  I  am  only  an  humble  citizen,  that  by  the  grace  of 
God  has  escaped  from  total  destruction. 

I  want  to  meet  the  foremost  of  your  advocates  on  every  platform  in  the 
State  of  California.  I  want  to  meet  them  in  the  workshops,  in  the  fac- 
tories, in  the  mills,  in  the  mines,  in  the  stores,  in  the  public  halls,  where 
the  toiling  masses  congregate  with  their  wives.  I  insist  upon  the  wives 
and  mothers  being  there. 

They  want  to  meet  and  hear  this  swaggering  chieftain — this  devil  of 
hell — that  has  been  robbing  them  of  the  fruits  of  toil,  dethroning  character, 
debauching  the  home,  polluting  politics,  and  taking  a  hundred  thousand  of 
their  girls  annually  for  his  parlors  of  profit  and  prostitution. 

I  want  you,  the  majestic  murderer  of  men  and  despoiler  of  women,  to 
meet  me  in  debate  before  the  voters  of  this  state,  who  are  daily  deceived  by 
your  satanic  majesty,  and  whom  you  are  robbing  of  the  virtue  of  their 
daughters  and  the  manhood  of  their  sons. 

I  want  to  talk  to  the  men  and  women  who  are  foolish  enough  to  believe 
that  alcohol  helps  business.  I  want  to  prove  to  them  that  every  business 
institution  in  America,  from  Uncle  Sam  and  the  biggest  railroad  to  the 
smallest  manufactory,  discriminates  and  excludes  the  Booze-Fighter  and  the 
Booze-Drinker. 

I  want  to  prove  to  them  that  hard  times  and  high  cost  of  living  and  the 
denial  to  them  of  the  necessities  and  luxuries  of  life  are  due  primarily  to 
this  devil  of  hell  that  is  living  off  the  wages  of  toil. 

I  want  to  prove  to  them  that  Booze  must  be  put  out  of  business.  And 
you  might  as  well  try  to  put  out  the  fires  of  hell  with  a  pitcher  of  ice 
water  as  to  waste  time  talking  to  the  people  who  are  already  convinced 
or  to  those  who  are  engaged  in  the  traffic.  I  want  to  talk  to  the  working, 
toiling  women  and  men  who  suffer  from  Booze.  I  want  Booze  to  answer 
the  women  and  men  of  this  state,  where  they  have  ever  been  benefited  by 
it.  I  want  to  know  the  college  or  school  or  library  he  ever  built.  I  want 
him  to  point  out  the  thing  he  ever  did  that  was  not  inimical  to  the  better- 
ment of  society.    I  demand  that  he  come  out  of  his  hiding  and  shelter  of 
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8a£?£»  fesrsWtta  ssurfas 

onimr  us  on     I  look  into  eternity  and  there  is  no  darkness  or  despair.  1 

"^But'turn  the  picture,  and  think  of  Booze,  this  fiend,  devil  incarnate,  and 
all  is  gloom,  misery,  murder,  disease,  despair,  death  and  hell. 

The  most  dynamic  and  causative  force  for  evil  and  retardation  of 
civic  virtue,  righteousness  and  Christianity  is  Booze. 

You  say  public  opinion  is  opposed  to  California  Dry.    Then  public 

^'TheTw^^GodTnd'the  sermon  on  the  mount  have  rocked  the  cradle 
of  intellige nc  n  ^enlightenment  until  virtue  and  fair  dealing  have  evolved 
ChHstiaif  righteousness  out  of  lustful  sensuality  in  a  thousand  instances  HI 
the  world's  history,  and  reformed  public  opinion. 

THE  SUMMATION. 

If  we  have  not  learned  something  from  the  foregoing  research  and 
StU%Z  ™1he^ablea£ducnons  and  results  from  our  discussion 

a"d  n6SSSt?ttaf  I  am  neither  vain  nor  bold  when  I  claim  that  I  have 

nroven  to  every  reasonable,  unprejudiced  mind:   

P  That  three'of  the  world's  greatest  revolut,ons-thc  Magua .Og* .  In- 
dependence  and  Emancipation-were  brought  about  and  had  or  nhn .  e  > 
less  infliction  than  is  now  endured  by  the  human  race  through  this  awful 

SC°UT^t  mescal  science  and  experience  have  demonstrated  that  Booze  is 
a  poison  that  weakens  heart  action  and  physical  being  enfeeble s  the  men 
tafity,  retards  development,  lowers  moral  standards,  and  shortens  lift 

That  it  causes  more  crime,  poverty,  insanity,  debauchery,  suicide,  and 
wrecks  more  homes  and  lives  than  all  other  agencies. 

That  it  magnifies  the  burdens  of  life,  and  causes  more  waste  and  un 
happiness  than  any  other  one  thing  on  earth 

That  instead  of  it  being  the  friend  of  liberty  and  freedom  it  is  their 

m°StThdaetdthe  'supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  and  nearly  every  State 
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Court  have  said  that  the  people  and  the  world  would  be  better  without  it, 
and  that  the  traffic  IS  NOT  A  BUSINESS,  and  has  no  inherent  rights  of 
toleration  or  protection. 

That  THE  SALOON  IS  A  PUBLIC  NUISANCE,  and  ought  to  be 
banished  from  every  civilized  community. 

That  the  most  advanced  thought  of  the  age  is,  against  Alcohol. 

That  business  of  every  kind  has  put  its  ban  on  it  because  it  destroys 
efficiency  and  incapacitates  the  consumer,  physically,  mentally,  morally  and 
financially. 

That  the  toiler,  the  doctor,  the  lawyer,  the  statesman,  the  athlete  have 
all  found  that  its  influence  and  effect  are  debasing — that  it  never  Builds  Up, 
but  ever  and  always  Tears  Down. 

That  it  produces  99  per  cent  of  the  fallen  women. 

Ninety  per  cent  of  the  pauperism. 

Eighty  per  cent  of  the  murders  and  crime. 

Seventy-live  per  cent  of  the  homeless  children. 

Sixty-five  per  cent  of  the  feeble-minded. 

Sixty  per  cent  of  the  suicides. 

Sixty  per  cent  of  the  divorces. 

Fifty  per  cent  of  the  insanity  and  72  per  cent  of  the  school  children  are 
dullards  because  of  it. 

And  notwithstanding  all  the  advance  in  sanitation,  hygiene,  bacteri- 
ology and  child-birth,  yet  one-fourth  of  mankind  die  before  the  age  of  six 
years  because  of  its  devitalizing  power. 

THAT  IT  DOES  ALL  THIS,  AND  MORE,  AND  NEVER  DID 
ANYONE  ANY  GOOD. 

That  Emperor  William  said  in  his  address  to  the  cadets  in  1911:  "The 
next  war  and  the  next  naval  battle  will  demand  sound  nerves  on  your  part, 
and  a  cool  head.  The  nation  that  takes  the  smallest  amount  of  Alcohol 
will  win."  And  he  banished  it  from  his  table,  and  advised  against  it  in  the 
army  and  navy. 

And  Secretary  Daniels  banished  it  from  the  navy  of  the  United  States, 
and  in  less  than  ninety  days  thereafter  he  landed  five  thousand  men  in 
Vera  Cruz,  and  they  were  all  sober!  And  they  were  the  mos*  efficient 
corps  that  ever  got  off  a  ship  or  carried  a  gun! 

That  Booze  is  more  potent  in  producing  a  hereditary  taint  of  degen- 
eracy, impotency  and  imbecility  than  all  other  poisonous  drugs. 

That  its  abatement  and  banishment  from  the  State  of  California  will 
NOT  destroy,  but  will  build  up  industry  and  every  material  and  moral 
quality  and  every  other  agency  for  the  good  of  humanity. 

That  the  people  of  the  Dry  cities,  towns,  counties  and  states  are  more 
prosperous  and  healthy  without  the  traffic  than  with  it. 

That  without  it  education,  Christianity  and  righteousness  are  in  the 
ascendancy,  and  with  it  each  and  all  are  in  the  descendency. 

That  the  enormous  cost  of  $5,000,000,000  annually  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  and  of  $30,000,000  to  the  State  of  California  is  an  absolute 
waste  that  can  be  avoided  by  a  battle  of  ballots  instead  of  bullets. 

That  the  power  is  now  in  the  WOMEN  OF  THIS  STATE  to  banish 
Booze  forever  and  purify  politics,  protect  citizenship  and  the  home. 

With  all  this  proven,  what  are  you  going  to  do  about  it  at  the  polls  in 
November? 

"Right  forever  on  the  scaffold, 

Wrong  forever  on  the  throne; 
But  that  scaffold   sways  the  future 

And  behind  the  dim  unknown 
Standeth  God  within  the  shadow, 

Keeping  watch  above  His  own. 

ADAM  DIXON  WARNER. 

July  4th.  1914. 
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APPENDIX. 


WHAT  THE  GOVERNORS  SAY. 

Los  Angeles,  April  9,  1914. 

Hon.  George  H.  Hodges, 

Governor  of  the  State  of  Kansas, 
Topeka,  Kansas. 

My  Dear  Governor: — The  enclosed  clipping  will  show  you  that  I  am 
on  the  eve  of  opening  a  series  of  meetings  in  this  city  and  State  on  behalf 
of  "Dry"  California.  I  have  in  my  hands  an  address  of  Hon.  T.  W. 
Trickett,  Assistant  State  Attorney  of  Kansas  City,  Kansas,  delivered  in 
Indianapolis  in  1907,  showing  some  wonderful  statistics  of  the  beneficial 
effects  of  the  closing  of  saloons  in  Kansas  City  during  the  year  previous  to 
that  date. 

I  would  like  very  much  to  have  such  data  regarding  the  situation  in 
your  State  generally,  and  in  the  cities  thereof,  if  you  have  it  in  your  pos- 
session or  it  is  obtainable. 

Would  the  State  or  any  considerable  number  of  the  cities  thereof  go 
back  to  the  old  license  system?  Is  prohibition  a  success,  and  does  it  pro- 
hibit? Is  the  general  prosperity  of  the  State  greater  and  better  than  under 
the  license  system?  What  is  the  sentiment  of  the  business  men,  bankers, 
merchants,  and  your  civic  organizations — Associated  Charities,  orphans' 
homes,  juvenile  courts,  criminal  courts,  etc.;  and  what  is  the  effect  upon 
the  education  of  the  State  and  the  youth  thereof  as  compared  to  the  pre- 
vious system  under  license? 

We  are  just  beginning  a  fight  here  in  California  for  state-wide  prohi- 
bition, and  any  information  that  you  can  give  me  will  be  appreciated. 

Congratulating  you,  and  thanking  you  in  advance,  I  remain, 

Very  sincerely, 

ADAM  DIXOX  WARXER. 

State  of  Kansas,  George  H.  Hodges,  Governor, 

Topeka,  April  14,  1914. 

Mr.  Adam  Dixon  Warner, 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
My  Dear  Sir: — In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  9th  inst.,  will  say: 
"Today  Kansas  has  a  far  greater  percentage  of  people  who  own  their 
own  houses  than  any  other  state  in  the  United  States.    Prohibition  is  a  fact, 
not  a  theory,  in  Kansas,  and  our  wonderful  prosperity  explodes  the  'nec- 
essary evil'  ideas. 

"I  understand  that  the  president  of  the  American  Baseball  League  has 
issued  a  decree  that  no  contracts  be  signed  with  any  player  in  either  league 
who  would  not  agree  to  abstain  from  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  during 
the  baseball  season.  This  is  the  most  effective  temperance  argument  ever 
advanced.  Men  who  must  keep  themselves  in  the  most  superb  physical 
condition  realize  that  whisky  would  be  their  undoing.  Their  example  of 
abstinence  is  encouraging  multitudes  of  ambitious  young  athletes  to  ver- 
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itably  live  on  the  water-wagon.  Alcohol  is  coming  more  and  more  each 
day  to  be  regarded  in  the  business  world  as  a  positive  detriment  to  a  man's 
greater  usefulness. 

The  divorce  records  show  that  more  homes  were  destroyed  by  the  use 
of  liquor  than  from  all  other  causes  combined.  We  find  that  a  vast  ma- 
jority of  the  men  in  our  penitentiary  committed  their  crimes  when  under 
the  influence  cf  liquor,  and  that  nine  out  of  ten  men  violate  their  parole 
when  drunk;  we  found  that  whisky  was  the  most  corrupting  influence  in 
politics  and  that  it  is  as  dangerous  to  the  business  of  the  community  as  it  is 
to  the  individual.  Chargeable  to  whisky  is  over  one-half  of  the  prostitution 
of  the  country.  Prohibition  has  demonstrated  that  the  most  expensive  reve- 
nue any  state  can  collect  is  the  saloon  license.  The  revenue  that  a  state 
receives  for  permitting  a  moral  crime  to  flourish  as  a  business  fostered  and 
protected  by  the  state  is  a  bad  business  proposition. 

We  have  only  twelve  women  in  our  Kansas  penitentiary.  Eighteen 
counties  have  no  poor  farms,  and  one  of  our  best  counties  has  no  use  for  its 
poor  farm,  but  turns  it  into  an  asset  by  renting  it.  Twenty-nine  counties 
have  no  inmates  in  their  poor  farms.  Kansas  has  only  one  insane  person  to 
every  560  inhabitants,  while  New  York  has  a  proportion  of  one  to  every 
276.  There  must  be  a  reason  for  this,  and  there  is — it  is  in  the  limited  use 
of  alcohol  by  cur  citizens.  Our  scientific  gentlemen  report  six  kinds  of 
alcoholic  insanity.  In  the  states  where  liquor  is  accessible  one-third  of  the 
insanity  is  chargeable  to  alcohol. 

I  distinctly  remember  away  back  in  the  seventies  when  that  grand  old 
apostle  of  Prohibition,  my  personal  friend  and  fellow  townsman,  John  P. 
St.  John,  started  the  crusade  against  the  liquor  traffic — Olathe,  our  home, 
chose  local  option.    It  spread  to  the  county  and  then  throughout  the  state. 

No  man  lives  who  has  been  a  greater  benefactor  to  his  race  than  ex- 
Governor  St.  John.  He  found  Olathe  with  no  sidewalks,  no  lights,  no  water, 
mud  streets,  and  one-half  the  business  houses  saloons.  A  splendid  jail 
that  was  out  of  proportion  to  the  little  town,  and  a  school  house  that  was 
conspicuous  by  its  absence. 

With  the  passing  cf  the  saloon  came  paved  streets,  waterworks,  elec- 
tric lights  and  school  buildings  and  churches,  decreased  taxation,  and  a 
decidedly  improved  citizenship.  With  a  population  of  3500,  we  have  eight 
miles  of  paved  streets,  twelve  churches  and  four  big  schools.  The  trans- 
formation of  Olathe  is  but  the  history  of  the  state.  Kansas  City,  Kansas, 
is  the  only  city  in  the  world  cf  100,000  population  where  there  is  not  a  house 
of  prostitution,  nor  an  cpen  saloon,  and  I  doubt  whether  there  is  a  joint 
accessible  in  the  whole  city. 

It  is  an  uncommon  thing  in  Kansas  to  find  a  town  of  1000  inhabitants 
that  is  without  electric  lights  and  waterworks,  and  a  majority  of  its  busi- 
ness streets  unpaved.  The  money  that  years  ago  went  the  human  canal 
route  now  goes  into  happy  homes,  public  schools  and  civic  improvements. 

It  is  gratifying  to  us  friends  of  Governor  St.  John  to  know  that  in  his 
hale,  hearty,  ripe  age,  he  is  permitted  to  enjoy  all  the  old-time  keenness  of 
his  mental  faculty  and  be  thus  permitted  to  see  and  enjoy  the  efforts  of  his 
early  toil  ripen  into  fruition.  When  he  goes  to  his  great  reward,  his  will 
be  the  greatest  monument,  the  grandest  heritage  the  world  can  give — the 
love  and  respect  of  his  fcllowmen. 

I  am  sending  what  he  says  about  Kansas: 
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GOVERNOR  JOHN  P.  ST.  JOHN. 


"In  eighty-seven  of  her  105  counties  there  are  no  insane.  In  fifty-four 
of  this  number  are  no  feeble-minded.  Ninety-six  counties  have  no  inebri- 
ates, and  in  the  other  nine  they're  as  scarce  as  liens'  teeth.  Thirty-eight 
county  poorhouses  are  as  empty  as  a  last  year's  locust  shell,  and  most  of 
these  have  been  so  for  the  best  part  of  a  decade. 

"  The  pauper  population  of  the  state  falls  a  little  short  of  600.  That  is 
one  pauper  for  each  .3000  of  the  kind  making  a  living,  and  a  good  one — the 
kind  that  now  own  $255,000,000  worth  of  livestock  and  in  the  last  twelve 
months  have  added  more  than  $45,000,000  to  their  taxable  personal  property 

"At  one  time  not  long  ago  the  jails  in  the  fifty-three  counties  were 
empty  and  sixty-five  counties  were  on  the  roll  as  having  no  prisoners  serv- 
ing sentences  in  the  penitentiary.  Some  counties  have  not  called  a  jury  to 
try  a  criminal  case  in  ten  years,  and  the  attorney-general  says  'a  grand  jury 
is  so  uncommon  that  half  our  people  wouldn't  know  what  it  is  and  how  to 
use  it.' 

"Instead  of  being  plastered  from  end  to  end  with  mortgages  held  by 
easterners,  as  was  the  case  two  decades  ago,  her  own  people  this  year  hold 
more  than  $67,000,000  in  this  form  of  wealth,  an  increase  of  over  500  per 
cent  in  five  years. 

"Instead  of  being  hampered  by  a  large  mass  of  illiterates — thirty  year> 
ago  her  population  came  under  this  head — her  present  ratio  of  2  per  cent 
is  next  to  the  lowest  in  the  land  and  two-thirds  lower  than  Massachusetts, 
including  Boston.  Her  boast  is  an  average  of  physical  and  mental  ability 
not  equaled  by  any  other  state. 

"It  is  this  uncommon  prevalence  of  sound  minds  in  sound  bodies  that 
lias  reduced  her  death  rate  from  17  to  7  per  1000  in  thirty  years,  though  the 
former  percentage  still  holds  among  her  neighbors. 

"She  hasn't  as  many  people  as  some  of  the  other  states,  but  man  for 
man,  she  creates  wealth  faster  than  any  other;  she  keeps  her  own  healthier 
and  richer  than  any  other,  and  offers  for  the  world's  consideration  a  record 
of  moral  and  material  progress  the  like  of  which  has  not  been  seen  since 
civilization  dawned  in  the  valleys  of  the  Nile  and  the  Euphrates. 

"Something  is  the  matter  with  Kansas.  That  something,  we  believe, 
can  be  boiled  down  into  these  first  fourteen  words  constituting  an  amend- 
ment made  to  her  constitution  in  1881: 
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"THE  MANUFACTURE  AND  SALE  OF  INTOXICATING 
LIQUOR  SHALL  BE  FOREVER  PROHIBITED  IN  THIS  STATE. 

"It  is  this  fundamental  provision,  fought  and  evaded  in  some  localities 
as  it  was  for  a  quarter  century,  and  strictly  enforced  in  all  parts  of  the 
state  only  within  the  last  five  years,  that  has  helped  Kansas  to  flount  a  two- 
hundrcd-million  bank  account  in  the  face  of  a  partial  crop  failure;  that 
relieves  her  of  spending  much  time,  strength  and  money  on  paupers,  crim- 
inals, insane  and  feeble-minded;  that  gives  her  people  the  best  of  chances 
for  living  and  the  fewest  excuses  for  dying. 

"It  is  this  defiance  of  what  other  states  have  legalized  as  a  'necessary' 
evil  that  has  helped  to  make  her  citizens  the  richest  per  capita  in  the 
country  and  the  richest  of  any  agricultural  folk  in  the  world;  that  has  given 
her  a  permanent  school  fund  of  $10,000,000  and  has  reduced  her  illiteracy 
to  an  almost  negligible  quantity. 

"It  is  this  insistence  upon  what  slaves  of  custom  always  have  sneered 
at  as  'impractical,'  if  not  impossible,  that  has  helped  to  give  her  a  balance 
of  more  than  a  million  and  a  quarter  in  her  state  treasury,  and  no  bonded 
debt,  save  $370,000  held  by  her  permanent  school  fund;  this  alone  that  makes 
possible  the  statement  that  98  per  cent  of  her  400,000  school  children  never 
have  seen  a  saloon. 

"For  even  while  the  liquor  interests  succeeded  in  evading  the  law  in 
many  instances  and  boasted  that  prohibition  was  a  failure  in  Kansas,  gov- 
ernment statistics  showed  that  the  average  annual  consumption  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  in  that  state  was  $1.48  per  capita,  while  in  the  neighboring 
state  of  Missouri,  where  the  whisky  ring  ruled,  it  was  $24  per  capita. 

"In  other  words,  the  average  Kansan  bad  just  $22.52  more  to  spend  on 
food,  clothing,  education  and  entertainment  than  his  average  neighbor 
across  the  Kaw.  And  itist  about  that  much  more  to  save  on  doctors, 
nurses,  fines,  jails,  poorhouscs  and  insane  asylums.  And  now  that  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  has  upheld  the  Webb  law,  prohibiting  liquor 
shipments  into  legally  dry  territory,  Kansas  is  enabled  to  enforce  legisla- 
tion that  will  virtually  eliminate  intoxicants  from  her  borders." 


Kansas  City,  Kansas,  Mayor's  Office, 

April  13,  1914. 

Mr.  Adam  Dixon  Warner, 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 

Dear  Sir: — Referring  to  your  communication  of  March  5th.  concerning 
the  benefit  derived  by  a  city  without  saloons,  I  wish  to  submit  the  follow- 
ing as  my  judgment  upon  the  situation,  and  which  any  fair  investigation  will 
substantiate  as  being  the  consensus  of  opinion  of  all  fair-minded  people: 

While  we  had  the  saloons,  large  industries,  such  as  the  packing  houses, 
paid  their  men  in  checks,  which  they  expected  the  men  to  cash  at  the 
saloons,  and  each  saloon  became  a  kind  of  clearing  house  or  banking  insti- 
tution, through  which  the  checks  to  the  laboring  man  passed,  and  upon 
being  cashed  the  laboring  man  never  received  bis  full  pay.  but  was  always 
expected  to  purchase  goods,  wares  and  merchandise,  which  in  innumerable 
instances  took  the  whole  check  before  the  transaction  ended  and  the  labor- 
ing man  would  go  home  to  his  family,  or  to  the  calaboose,  without  a  dollar; 
and  if  to  the  calaboose,  with  a  sufficient  fine  over  him  equal  to  his  wages 
for  a  week. 

One  of  the  first  noticeable  improvements  following  the  abolition  of 
the  saloon  was  that  rent  payments  became  more  prompt  and  eviction  suits 
fell  off. 

Instead  of  the  fire  and  police  departments  going  unpaid,  as  was  alleged 
in  the  circulars  sent  out  by  the  liquor  interests,  the  salaries  of  our  police- 
men have  been  increased;  we  have  established  a  double  platoon  of  firemen, 
the  firemen  serving  only  twelve  hours  instead  of  twenty-four  as  formerly, 
and  with  increased  salaries  for  all  the  men.  The  fire  department  system  of 
the  city  today  is  acknowledged  by  the  fire  insurance  people  to  be  equal  to 
any  in  the  United  States. 

The  bank  deposits  have  increased  rapidly  since  the  closing  of  saloons 
and  in  some  cases  over  400  per  cent.  Postal  receipts  have  doubled  and 
trebled.  Yours  very  truly, 

C.  W.  GREEN,  Mayor. 
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State  of  North  Dakota,  Office  of  the  Governor 

Bismark,  April  14,  1914. 

Mr.  Adam  Dixon  Warner, 

DearLSir--1Shave  your  letter  of  the  10th  inst.  and  would  say  that  there 

t.t     I™  „ nf  all  classes  is  very  much  n  favor  oi  prohibition. 
°f  'The  effect     ^PrStion  in  North  Dakota  brings  forth  this  testimony 

years  and  $5000  to  help  keep  the  law. '  Sincerely, 

Per  C.  L.  ZIEGLER,  Secretary. 

Executive  Department,  Jackson,  Miss.,  April  14,  1914. 
Mr   Adam  Dixon  Warner, 

Los  Angeles,  Cal.  . 
Mr  Dear  Sir: — I  am  in  receipt  of  your  inquiry    I  have  no  data  on  the 
Prohibition  situation  in  our  state,  such  as  you  wish. 

I  do  not  believe  that  any  considerable  number  of  cities  ot  our  state 
.Jj  °  back -  to  the  "wet"  column,  even  if  given  an  opportunity,  and  I 
know  that  the Smaller  towns  and  counties  would  not.  1  .eel  certain  that 
our  state  has  prospered  under  our  prohibition  law 

Yours  very  truly. 

EARL  BREWER.  Governor. 

State  of  Oklahoma,  Lee  Cruce,  Governor, 

Oklahoma  City,  April  13,  1914. 

Mr.  Adam  Dixon  Warner, 

Los  Angeles,  Cal.  . 
Dear  Sir:— I  have  your  letter  of  April  10th,  requesting  information 
concerning  Prohibition  in  Oklahoma. 

concerning  ^  ^  ^  ^  Qk,ahoma_ 

Since statehood  we  have  built  over  three  thousand  school  houses  at  an 
aVerTeCh0ave0oS?,TeC hundred  newspapers  published  in  this  state  and 

bOUnqtrs0ir?kr^Told  or  drunk  on  the  trains.  In  fact  Oklahoma  is 
happed  more  prosperous  under  J^"** 

LEE  CRUCE,  Governor. 

State  of  North  Carolina,  Executive  Department, 
Raleigh,  April  16,  1914. 

Mr.  Adam  Dixon  Warner, 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 

ProhSon^aT^ 

san^^^ft**  —  and  hap- 

^^M'to'treffrt^^Primbition  upon  the  finances  of  North  Carolina  I 
will  lay  Vat  the total  revenues  from  all  sources  during  the  year  1908  the 

SSff  -  vear  iS  StS  JS  Sl«SJffi  JEVSTSSS 
^^in'lmthe5  lIsY  ye^at^skey  was  sold,  the  average  terrr ,  of** 
public  schools  in  North  Carolina  was  barely  four  months.    This  year  man> 
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counties  in  the  state  will  have  a  full  six  months  term,  and  in  some  counties 
it  will  be  much  more. 

North  Carolina  has  never  known  in  all  her  history  a  period  of  greater 
prosperity  than  that  through  which  she  has  passed  since  Prohibition  was 
adopted.  Real  estate  in  all  of  the  cities  and  larger  towns  has  greatly  en- 
hanced in  value,  and  every  line  of  business  has  prospered. 

I  do  not  claim  that  the  abounding  prosperity  now  prevailing  in  North 
Carolina  is  altogether  due  to  Prohibition,  but  I  do  assert  that  the  well 
being  of  the  state  is  in  no  way  impeded  by  our  Prohibition  law,  but  on  the 
contrary  is  entirely  consonant  with  it.  Yours  very  truly, 

LOCKE  CRAIG. 

Governor  Wm.  T.  Haines  writes:  Maine  was  noted  in  its  early  history 
for  inebriety.  Wc  were  referred  to  by  the  early  writers  as  "a  race  of 
drunkards."  The  subsistence  of  the  average  family  consisted  of  very  few 
items— salt  pork,  salt  codfish,  flour  and  Indian  meal,  with  the  home-pro- 
duced vegetables,  milk  and  butter,  but  to  the  family  expense  was  added  the 
inevitable  item,  West  India  rum.  Every  night  saw  the  same  round  of 
drunkenness  in  the  old-time  barroom. 

The  first  Prohibitory  law  was  passed  in  1846.  "Does  the  Prohibitory 
law  prohibit?"    My  answer  is  always  "yes." 

The  grocer  and  dry  goods  man,  especially  the  retailer,  who  is  depend- 
ent upon  popular  sentiment  for  his  trade,  and  is  naturally  timid,  now  thor- 
oughly believes  that  he  has  better  business  and  makes  more  money  wher; 
the  laboring  man  takes  home  his  pay  check  to  'his  wife  without  interference 
or  being  waylaid  by  the  rum  seller  on  the  way.  The  contractor  and  builder 
finds  with  the  enforcement  of  the  "Maine  Law"  a  full  crew  on  Monday 
morning,  ready  to  go  to  work,  with  their  heads  clear  and  their  hands  steady. 
The  doctor  is  no  longer  telling  patients  that  alcohol  is  a  good  remedy. 


California  Dry  This  Year 

By  Will  D.  Gould. 

We  are  gathering  for  the  conflict  in  the  greatest  battle  of  the  ages. 
Our  trust  is  in  God  and  we  fear  no  danger.  Not  a  man  will  be  slain  and  not 
a  dollar  will  be  wasted. 

The  ballot,  the  distinguishing  mark  between  the  freeman  and  the  slave, 
is  the  weapon  that  will  win  the  victory.    The  valleys  are  speaking  to  the 


WILL  D.  GOULD 


mountains  and  the  mountains  are  sending  back  the  echo,  "We  are  coming, 
fathers,  mothers,  sons  and  daughters,  six  hundred  thousand  strong." 

First  we  have  to  meet  our  greatest  foe,  the  sophists,  the  more-con- 
venient-time-fcllows,  the  multiplied  biblical  fellow  whose  record  ended  in 

Nevermore. 

Remembering  that  God  has  established  all  economic  laws  on  a  morai 
base,  we  may  divine  the  reason  for  the  awakening,  that  is  giving  voice  to 
the  humble,  that  is  strengthening  the  weak,  that  is  arousing  the  people  in 
all  civilized  nations,  and  that  is  organizing  for  victory,  local,  state,  national 
and  world  wide. 

The  stay-at-home  voters  will  vote  for  their  homes  this  year.  And  the 
sophists  who  have  always  lined  up  behind  our  licensed  liquor  traffic  and 
who  have  heretofore  succeeded  in  delaying  the  overthrow  of  the  greater 
enemy  of  mankind  "until  after  next  election,"  together  with  the  organized 
liquor  traffic,  are  entrenched  around  the  wine  business  and  must  be  driven 
from  their  trenches  with  such  forcible  arguments  as  will  make  them  tee 
horsemen  in  the  clouds. 

The  long  delaved  popular  uprising  has  come.  The  tide  of  public 
opinion  is  rising  with  such  force  and  power  that  no  human  hand  can  Stay 
it.    God's  hour  has  struck  and  the  liquor  traffic  is  doomed. 
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Thus  far  the  issue  in  California  has  centered  upon  the  wine  business 
and  speeches  have  been  made  and  literature  circulated,  falsely  declaring 
that  the  wine  business  is  the  "largest  farming  industry  in  California,"  that 
its  destruction  "means  bankruptcy  and  ruin  to  many  thousands  of  people." 
that  "the  people  have  invested  their  life  earning  in  the  grape  industry  upon 
the  invitation  of  both  state  and  nation,"  that  the  Prohibition  party  "has 
tendered  this  issue  to  the  other  great  parties  of  California,"  that  the  wine 
industry  "has  been  conducted  on  clean,  high  ground,  free  from  abuses, 
promotive  of  general  temperance,  and  a  business  in  which  any  good  man 
or  woman  might  worthily  engage,"  and  that  "this  industry  has  brought  only 
credit  and  glory  to  the  State  of  California."    And  we  answer  back: 

The  wine  industry  is  not  a  very  large  FARMING  industry,  and  it  i- 
generally  believed  thai  more  intoxicating  wine  has  been  made  in  the  cellars 
of  our  great  cities  than  in  all  the  vineyards  of  America. 

From  Noah's  time,  intoxicating  wine  has  always  been  a  mocker  and 
whosoever  has  been  deceived  thereby  has  not  been  wise.  We  make  no 
better  wine  than  Noah  made  and  we  make  no  better  use  of  it. 

And  we  submit  that  every  family  who  has  been  long  engaged  in  the 
"wine  industry"  in  California  has  lost  a  member  who  has  tarried  at  their 
own  wine  cup,  who  lias  drunk  of  the  wine  which  moveth  itself  aright  and 
which  at  last  biteth  like  a  serpent  and  stingeth  like  an  adder. 

We  submit  that  wine  is  made  to  drink  and  that  no  one  can  drink  it 
without  harm.  It  shortens  life  and  kills  continually.  And  woe  unto  him 
by  whom  the  offense  cometh.  who  putteth  the  bottle  to  his  neighbor's  lips 
and  maketh  him  drunken  also. 

The  Grape  Industry. 

The  grape  industry  is  quite  another  matter.  The  grape  food  industry 
has  no  enemies  and  it  may  be  classed  as  one  of  our  great  farming  indus- 
tries. It  is  not  a  mocker  or  destroyer  and  it  will  be  promoted  by  the 
adoption  of  the  proposed  amendment — by  making  California  dry  this  year. 

The  world  wants  food  and  the  cultivation  and  production  of  the  table 
grapes — raisins,  grape  syrup,  grape  cakes  and  unfermented  grape  juice,  the 
PURE  WINK,  the  fruit  of  the  vine  that  God  makes,  and  that  always 
blesses  and  always  cheers,  offers  to  California — and  destiny  points  the  way 
— greater  industry,  greater  profits  and  greater  blessings  than  all  the  wine 
industry  of  the  world  in  all  the  ages. 

I  have  lived  in  Los  Angeles  more  than  forty-two  years  and  have  care- 
fully studied  economic  and  political  questions  and  1  submit  that  there  never 
was  an  economic  or  political  question  without  a  moral  base  that  would 
stand  the  test  of  time;  and  that  the  so-called  "wine  industry"  that  kills 
continually  has  no  moral  base  and  has  no  economic  value.  It  has  tarnished 
the  fair  name  of  many  people  and  destroyed  entire  families  in  California 
and  is  a  constant  blight  upon  our  entire  economic  and  political  system. 

I  have  planted  and  own  in  this  county  a  forty-acre  vineyard  of  table 
grapes  and  I  sold  my  grapes  last  year  for  $32  per  ton  on  the  vines,  while 
my  neighbors  sold  their  wine  grapes  at  $10  per  ton  delivered  at  the  winery. 
My  grapes  went  to  feed  the  hungry.  The  wine  grapes  went  to  mock  and 
curse  and  kill  my  fellows. 

By  and  by  we  will  have  state  aid  in  telling  the  truth  about  this  matter 
and  thereby  increase  the  grape  industry.  By  and  by  we  will  turn  the 
wineries  and  breweries  into  bottling  works  to  furnish  pure  wine,  the  unfer- 
mented grape  juice,  the  blood  of  the  grape,  not  the  blood  irritant,  but  blood 
food  for  both  well  and  sick,  young  and  old,  and  thus  furnish  an  ever-in- 
creasing market  for  a  most  wholesome  food  which  we  now  obtain  in 
small  quantities  at  great  expense  from  New  York  and  elsewhere. 

Not  bankruptcy  or  ruin,  but  thrift  and  health  and  plenty  in  the  most 
favored  land  that  the  Lord  God  ever  loaned  to  man.  We,  the  people,  the 
state  and  nation,  welcome  all  people  to  engage  in  their  chosen  occupations 
under  the  forms  of  law  that  guarantee  life,  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of  hap- 
piness, and  if  California  goes  dry  this  year  there  will  be  more  profitable 
industry,  more  employment  of  labor,  more  cheerful  and  happy  homes,  less 
crime,  less  woe,  less  despair  and  less  death— more  of  everything  that  is 
good  and  less  of  everything  that  is  bad. 

Our  jails  and  penal  institutions,  our  hospitals  and  insane  asylums  are 
overflowing  and  we  must  immediately  double  their  capacity  and  increase 
our  taxes  if  the  liquor  traffic  remains,  and  if  we  put  away  the  liquor  traffic 
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The  issue  is  non-par  isan  this  s tate  i  nc  proWKtionirti 
tisan  petition  of  the  people  of  all  part    s  an ^ there  '  prohi. 

fa  each  °f  the  other  po ^  J»  ^To^  hundred  thousand  people 
bition  party.    1  w  en tj  ye rs  ago  m  ns  of  ,ntoxlca. 

JLn^f^  from  that  time  the  number  has 

been  steadily  increasing.  involved     It  is  a  question  of  pro- 

national  license  resolution  was  adopted  * 1 ch  married  tiie  ,  a 

to  the  then  dominant  party  of  our  country.     lhat  system 

menace  to  our  national  life  mocUcd  .md  made  sophists  of  all  who 

The  licensed  liquor  traffic  l  as  mocked  ana  mauc  v 
have  tried  to  prove  that  license  is  j^^^^jSjSTgSt  preachers 
touched  these  men.    Great  men  like  Blai. c  , n  d  L  o  ga  n  .BP  ^ 

^  God  and  ^^^SW^ST^  .ndustry 
Men  and  women  have  no  right  to  view  witn  W«™  fallen— 
i„  California,  or  elsewhere,  when  they  remember  the  army  a f  the  faUcn^ 
the  army  of  the  down-and-out-the  unmarked         ^  ^  remem„ 

Ks^W  *«  °pi"m  dCnS 

thC  ^;;SyCSshouldfawr  want  to  make  San  Frisco  another  Sodom^and 
Gomorrah  inviting  upon  it  the  wrath  of !  God a nd  maj  .    WW  ^ 

land  between  the  mountains  and  the    ca  an<  m akc  q{ 

as&rs  Sd«^rss  fasti*  .  - 
"^srrtsa.'  T„e  5ni«°^,^;  3*  -Lifts  £ 

the  state  and  blasphemed  against  God.  d  vote 

Io,  Sr  THls\ EAR Tta»  bSfuSw  Sfe  rf  ftj*.  ~r  «■ 

lighten  the  world,  is  my  humble  prayer. 

Now  when  our  land  to  ruin's  brink  is  verging, 
in  God's  name  let  us  speak  while  there  is  time. 

Sons  of  the  best  of  fathers! 

Daughters  of  the  best  of  mothers!   W  ill  ye  faltei 
With  all  they  left  ye  periled  and  at  stake. 
Ho!  once  again  on  Freedoms  holy  altar 

The  lire  awake!  . 
Prayer-Strengthened  for  the  trial   come  together. 
Put' on  the  harness  for  the  moral  fight. 
And,  with  the  blessing  of  your  HcavenU  Father, 

M  UXTAIN  THE  RIGHT. 


Los  Angeles,  Cal..  May  25,  1914. 
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CALIFORNIA  IS  NOW  GOING  DRY 


To  111 c  good  men  and  the  brave  women  who  have  been  long  in  the 
trenches  in  the  fight  for  the  PROHIBITION  REFORM,  this  little  song  is 
affectionately  dedicated  by  its  author,  H.  Clay  Needham. 

(Tune,  Sweet  Bye  and  Bye.) 

There's  a  song  that  is  rising  so  clear, 
From  the  valley,  the  hillside  and  glen, 
Breathing  strength  and  life  giving  power  . 
In  the  hearts  and  the  lives  of  all  men. 
It  is  sweeping  our  spreading  plateaus, 
And  is  climbing  our  mountains  so  high, 
And  it  rings  in  the  thrilling  hurrahs, 
California  is  now  going  dry. 

(Chorus) 

Let  us  all  raise  the  shout, 
Let  it  peal  on  its  way  to  the  sky, 
Gambrinus — day  of  doom, 
California  is  now  going  dry. 

Love  and  peace,  in  our  hearts,  is  growing, 
And  we  long  for  that  sweeter  bright  day 
To  illume  all  those  dreary  dwellings 
Where  the  shadows  so  chilling  now  lay: 
To  our  lives  comes  a  grander  meaning, 
Joys  of  Heaven  are  coming  so  nigh, 
On  the  breeze  comes  the  music  so  sweet, 
California  is  now  going  dry. 

(Chorus) 

Then  to  break  all  this  thralldom  so  drear, 

Comes  the  year  of  the  glad  jubilee, 

Weary  mothers  are  feeling  its  cheer, 

And  the  children  are  shouting  in  glee: 

Now  beats  stronger  the  long  saddened  heart, 

And  gleams  brighter  the  dull  aching  eye, 

And  they  sing,  though  the  tear  drops  may  start, 

California  is  now  going  dry. 

(Chorus) 

Power  of  God  fills  the  hearts  of  true  men 
With  a  valor  so  pure  and  so  rare, 
And  woman,  still  true  to  her  faith, 
Shall  go  forth  her  new  burdens  to  bear. 
She  shall  so  fill  her  cup  to  the  brim, 
Plant  her  standard  so  strong  and  so  high, 
And  her  ballot  shall  clinch  the  refrain, 
California  is  now  going  dry. 

(Chorus) 


PRESS  COMMENTS 


Hon.  Adam  Dixon  Warner,  at  the  Tabernacle  Sunday  night,  in  his 
lecture.  "The  Modern  City."  held  his  audience  of  4000  spell-bound,  with  his 
oratory  and  tragic  recitals  of  the  insidious  and  destructive  political  power  cf 
the  Saloon  and  the  poisonous  effect  of  alcohol.  As  an  orator  he  stands 
alongside  of  Bryan  and  La  Follette. — Vancouver  Independent. 

Mr.  Warner,  at  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  yesterday  (Sunday)  after- 
noon, in  his  "The  Curse  of  the  Modern  Saloon."  eloquently  held  enthralled 
an  audience  completely  filling  the  vast  auditorium  with  a  command  of  lan- 
guage and  figures  of  speech  seldom  heard  on  the  lecture  platform. — Post- 
Intelligencer. 

It  is  the  most  masterly  arraignment  of  the  liquor  traffic  we  have  ever 

heard. — Spokesman-Review. 

He  is  the  most  polished,  forceful  and  convincing  temperance  orator  we 
have  ever  heard  in  Tacoma. — Ledger. 

Silver  Dick  Warner  Makes  the  Greatest  Speech  Ever  Heard  in  Everett 

Hon.  A.  D.  Warner  of  this  city,  known  all  over  the  Pacific  Coast  as 
"Silver  Dick,"  performed  the  remarkable  feat  of  tilling  the  opera  house  in 
his  home  town,  notwithstanding  there  were  two  shows  in  town.  His  speech, 
"The  Curse  of  the  Modern  Saloon."  was  a  revelation  to  everyone. — Everett 
Independent. 

Adam  Dixon  Warner's  lecture  at  the  V.  M.  C.  A.  Auditorium  on  "The 
L'ses  and  Abuses  of  Alcohol"  was  one  of  the  most  forceful  and  eloquent 
exposition  of  the  liquor  traffic  ever  heard  in  San  Francisco. — Bulletin. 

You  may  think  you  have  heard  all  about  the  liquor  question.  You 
haven't  unless  you've  heard  Warner.  "The  Curse  of  the  Modern  Saloon"  is 
the  strongest  declaration  of  truth  about  the  liquor  traffic  ever  heard  here, 
while  his  "Woman's  Force  in  the  Country's  Destiny"  has  never  been  equalled 
in  Oakland. — Tribune. 

Xo  speaker  that  we  have  heard  in  the  temperance  cause  puts  the  force 
and  tire  into  his  speech  as  does  Warner, — San  Francisco  Examiner. 

Adam  Dixon  Warner's  lecture,  delivered  in  the  auditorium  of  the  Y.  M. 
C.  A.  last  night,  was  a  scathing  denunciation  of  the  liquor  traffic.  He  is  one 
of  the  gifted  orators  of  the  country. — Call. 

A.  D.  Warner,  after  a  desperate  tight  at  the  Democratic  State  Convention 
yesterday,  succeeded  in  reading  the  divekeepers  out  of  the  party.  He  said 
in  his  speech,  what  is  true:  "The  most  destructive  force  in  civic  government 
is  the  saloon  in  politics." — Fresno  Republican. 

Adam  Dixon  Warner,  the  stentorian  voiced  orator  from  Los  Angeles, 
swept  his  hearers  from  enthusiasm  to  frenzy,  when  he  told  two  thousand 
people  at  Willard  Hall  last  night.  "Grant  said.  'The  way  to  resume  is  to 
resume:'  the  way  to  stamp  out  the  Redlight  is  for  the  women  to  march  upon 
it.  tear  it  down  and  enforce  the  law.  the  way  the  women  did  in  Los  Angeles." 
— Chicago  Examiner. 

He  aroused  his  hearers  to  a  high  pitch  of  enthusiasm  by  his  force  and 
power  of  oratory  as  few  men  are  able  to  do-"' — Chicago  Daily  Xews. 

Adam  Dixon  Warner,  at  Dr.  Coyle's  church  last  night,  in  his  lecture. 
"The  Modern  City."  electrified  his  vast  audience  with  his  vivid  portrayals 
of  vice  conditions  in  the  cities  of  America.  He  said,  "The  lust  and  greed 
and  vulgar  orgies  of  the  vulgar  quick-rich  of  today  are  fast  dragging  civic 
government  and  citizenship  to  a  point  where  the  profligacies  of  history 
destroyed  ancient  and  medieval  citizenship.  And  I  charge  nine-tenths  of  it 
to  the  whiskey  traffic  and  the  saloon." — Denver  Xews. 

"He  is  of  the  Bryan-LaFollette  type  of  orator,  and  combines  with  his 
forceful  and  convincing  manner  of  delivering  his  arguments  a  thorough 
grasp  of  conditions.    We  have  never  heard  his  equal  in  the  temperance 

cause." — Salt  Lake  Tribune. 

"He  is  the  greatest  anti-vice  campaigner  of  the  times." — Arthur  Burrage 
Farwell.  in  Chicago  Tribune. 


LET  US  ALL  MAKE 

CALIFORNIA  DRY 


Facts  About  Wine-Grape  Growing 

Pauper  Labor  from  Europe,  Coming  by  Way  of  the 
Panama  Canal,  the  Only  Hope  of  Making  It  Profitable 
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A  certain  wise  man  once  said,  "Oh,  that 
mine  enemy  might  write  a  book."  His  idea 
was  that  in  after  years  he  would  be  able  to 
quote  the  book  against  its  writer,  who,  after 
writing  it,  might  have  joined  the  Ananias  Club. 

The  statements  which  some  people  are  to- 
day uttering  for  publication,  or  peddling  around 
in  printed  form  for  certain  pro-liquor  men  be- 
longing to  different  organizations  to  adopt, 
condemning  the  "Dry"  movement,  not  only  are 
not  in  accordance  with  the  facts,  but  are  di- 
rectly contrary  to  what  they  said  before  the 
"Dry"  campaign  was  begun.  When  they  were 
talking  with  each  other  of  their  decadent  win- 
grape  business,  they  used  plain  and  doleful 
language,  admitting  that  wine-grape  growing  in 
California  was  a  failure.  Now,  animated  doubt- 
less by  a  slush  fund  raised  by  distilling  and 
brewing  interests,  they  are  using  entirely  dif- 


Voter — I  don't  know  just  where  to  Strike 


Liquor  Friends — If  you  must  strike,  strike 
about  there. 

Drys — The  only  way  to  regulate  this  evil 
is  to  strike  it  a  heavy  blow  just  behind  the 
ears;  cutting  off  his  tail  will  not  stop  his 
biting. 


ferent  language  and  crying  out  against  the  pro-  this  beast, 
posed  ruin  of  a  "great"  and  "lucrative"  indus- 
try! 

So  much  alike  are  the  resolutions  passed  by 
some  of  the  members  of  certain  clubs  and 
Chambers  of  Commerce  that  it  is  perfectly  evi- 
dent that  the  same  master  mind  drew  them 
one  and  all. 

First,  such  resolutions  recite  that  a  great  _=^^^======== 

viticultural  industry  has  been  fostered  by  the 

State,  "representing  an  investment  of  $150,000,000,  from  which  last  year  the  State  re- 
ceived an  income  of  $26,175,000,  of  which  90  per  cent  came  from  beyond  its  borders, 
and  60,000  people  and  340,000  acres  of  land  are  directly  and  indirectly  devoted  to  this 
industry."  Then  they  recite  that  the  "Dry"  amendment  will  destroy  this  industry  and 
irave  the  impression  that  because  the  law  seeks  to  stop  the  manufacture,  the  sale  and 
the  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquors,  it  will  destroy  practically  the  whole  viticul- 
tural industry,  when  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  will  not  materially  injure  any  of  it,  but  will 
prove  a  blessing  to  grape  growers  and  labor  in  the  State  of  California. 

ANANIAS  STORIETTES  POINTED  OUT. 

1.  The  sum  of  $150,000,000  is  not  invested  in  wine-grape  gTowing.  Possibly  one- 
half  that  sum  is  invested,  and  two-thirds  of  this  is  the  value  of  lands  which  can  be 
used  for  orchards  or  other  crops. 

2.  That  the  sum  of  $26,175,000  income  is  received  by  the  State  is  false.  The  State 
gets  no  income  from  the  business,  except  taxes;  nor  does  that  sum  represent  the  sales 
of  wine-products  or  grapes.  Less  than  $9,000,000  represent  the  value  of  wine-grapes 
last  year. 

3.  Sixty  thousand  people  may  be  in  viticulture,  but  not  in  the  growing  of  wine- 
grapes  or  in  the  business  of  wine-making.  Nearly  all  of  them  are  in  the  business  of 
ranching  and  are  growing  other  crops  as  well  as  grapes,  and  about  half  are  growing 
table  grapes  only  or  are  engaged  in  the  raisin  industry. 

4.  Not  half  of  the  alleged  340,000  acres  of  land  devoted  to  viticulture  is  in  wine- 
grapes. 

5.  Wine-grape  growing  is  not  a  great  industry,  but  a  puny,  sickly  industry.  It  is 
c""ing  out  of  itself  and  unless  saved  by  pauper  labor  from  Europe  coming  in  through 
the  Panama  Canal  it  will  die  even  if  the  State  does  not  go  "dry."  Up  to  date  it  has 
employed  cheap  Japanese  and  Hindu  labor  and  yet  has  lost  money. 

Then,  it  may  be  asked.  Why  are  the  grape-growers  making  all  this  noise? 
The  grape-growers  are  not.    Some  of  them  in  alliance  with  brewers  and  distillers 
I  cr  interested  financially  in  the  business  of  the  latter  or  in  making  wine  from  grapes  are. 


We  can  easily  prove  these  calamity  howlers  to  be  false  prophets  out  of  the  mouths 
of  grape  growers  and  wine-makers  themselves.  "Mine  enemy  has  written  a  book," 
and  out  of  that  book  we  will  test  the  truth  of  their  present  statements. 

Every  voter  can  go  to  the  public  libraries  or  send  to  the  State  Commission  on 
Horticulture  and  get  Vol.  2,  Nos.  3  and  4,  monthly  Bulletins  of  the  State  Commission 
on  Horticulture,  published  in  March  and  April,  1913  (before  the  "Dry"  campaign  be- 
gan), and  find  the  facts  herein  quoted  or  stated,  by  referring  to  the  pages  we  shall 
give  as  references. 

At  page  483  of  these  bulletins,  Prof.  F.  T.  Bioletti,  of  the  State  University  of  Berk- 
eley, speaks.  He  says:  "The  average  price  received  by  producers  (wine-grapes)  for 
a  series  of  years  must  be  very  close  to  the  cost  of  production.  That  this  is  actually 
the  case  appears  from  the  following  tables  based  on  accounts  kept  at  a  number  of 
vineyards  in  different  parts  of  the  State."  He  then  gives  some  tables  showing  the 
cost  of  land,  grape-vines,  cultivation,  marketing,  etc.,  and  arrives  at  the  conclusion 
that  for  the  first  two  years  the  loss  is  at  the  rate  of  $11  per  acre  on  the  investment 
in  coast  vineyards  and  $15  per  acre  in  valley  vineyards.  He  then  takes  up  the  bearing 
vineyards  and  makes  estimates  from  averages  of  several  years.  Totals  QB^s  fol^f^ 
Cost  of  growing,  cultivating,  interest  on  investment,  ^(WlB^"^WBBt 

marketing,  etc.,  per  acre  $65.00  $60.00 

Crop  return  3  tons  per  acre  at  $22   66.00   

Crop  return  5  tons  per  acre  at  $12    60.00 

Thus  there  is  $1  per  acre  gain  on  the  coast  vineyards  and  none  on  valley  vineyards! 

The  cost  per  ton  of  producing  wine-grapes  on  the  coast  he  estimates  to  be  $22  and 
in  the  valleys  $12.    He  then  concludes: 

"He  (the  wine-grape  grower)  is  selling  his  grapes  at  cost  and  receiving  nothing 
for  his  time  and  expenditure  of  energy"  (page  484). 

On  page  486  of  the  same  bulletins  he  deals  with  the  raisin  industry  and  finds  that 
when  raisins  sell  at  3  cents  per  pound,  the  profits  to  the  farmer  run  from  $12.50  to  $83 
per  acre,  and  when  the  price  is  4  cents  per  pound,  the  profits  run  from  $14.75  to  $133 
per  acre.  At  page  490  appears  the  following:  "The  gross  returns  of  the  vineyards 
of  California  are  at  the  present  time  not  far  from  $15,000,000  a  year.  The  United 
States  alone  would  consume  ten  times  the  amount  of  grapes,  raisins,  grape-juice  and 
wine  if  they  could  be  supplied  regularly  of  good  quality  and  at  a  moderate  price." 

How  about  the  $26,175,000  mentioned  in  the  resolutions  above  referred  to?  Just 
a  storiette! 

About  60  per  cent  of  the  total  production  is  wine-grapes  or  at  most  $9,000,000,  at 
the  prices  quoted  above.  Cut  the  price  to  $6  per  ton,  the  price  of  last  year,  and  we 
have  the  total  value  cut  down  almost  half  that  sum! 

At  page  457  we  find  a  report  of  R.  G.  Rosser,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  to 
the  effect  that  700,000  barrels  of  grapes  are  imported  from  Spain  yearly,  selling  at 
about  $3,000,000. 

Experts  who  have  the  widest  knowledge  show  that  wine-grape  growing  is  a  money 
losing  proposition  even  with  a  great  home  market,  while  table  grape  and  raisin  grape1 
growing  have  an  immense  market  and  are  profitable. 

We  call  attention  to  the  great  home  market  for  the  reason  that  it  is  said  that  if 
we  compel  wine-grape  growers  to  graft  their  grapes  to  table  grapes,  make  grape-juice 
or  grape-syrup  or  raisins,  it  will  glut  the  market  and  thus  the  products  cannot  b« 
sold  at  a  profit.  But  Bioletti  says  that  the  United  States  alone  can  consume  ten 
times  the  whole  product  each  year.  Proof  of  this  statement  appears  from  the  importa 
tion  from  other  countries  mentioned. 

WHAT  GRAPE  GROWERS  THEMSELVES  SAID   IN   THE   SAME   BOOK  BEFORE 
THE  "DRY"  CAMPAIGN  BEGAN.     COMPARE  THE  FOLLOWING 
WITH  WHAT  THEY  ARE  SAYING  NOW! 

Frank  T.  Swett,  of  Martinez,  speaks  (page  492): 

"If  the  1912  prices  for  Tokays  and  Malagas  had  been  better  by  $300  a  car,  if  thi 
wine-grapes  of  the  San  Joaquin  had  brought  $14  per  ton  instead  of  $6  per  ton,  if  raisin 

were  above  instead  of  below  the  cost  of  production,  it  would  be  a  delight  to  conside 
the  best  ways  of  increasing  vineyard  acreage,  etc." 

Cheer  up,  Mr.  Swett!  The  raisins  and  the  table  grapes  were  profitable,  all  righ' 
It  was  the  loss  on  WINE  GRAPES  that  makes  you  sad.  We  propose  to  save  yo 
from  yourself. 

Mr.  Swett  also  said  (page  493) : 

"The  production  of  raisins  jumped  from  90,000,000  pounds  in  1905  to  120,000,00 
in  1911." 

Now  we  call  that  a  healthy  jump,  indicating  that  raisin  growing  is  profitable! 
He  also  said  that  table  grape  production  had  grown  from  1,600  carloads  in  19( 

to  6,300  carloads  in  1911. 

That  is  a  healthy  growth. 

He  also  said  that  there  are  50,000  acres  of  table  grapes  in  California  bearing  c 
the  average  live  tons  to  the  acre. 


1 
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Everybody  knows  that  table  graps  sell  from  $30  to  $32  per  ton — the  most  profit- 
able crop  in  viticulture.  Compare  with  these  the  paltry  three  or  five  tons  per  acre 
worth  from  $6  to  $12  per  ton. 

At  page  497  Mr.  Swett  says: 

"Since  1907  the  average  vineyards  of  the  interior  valleys  have  been  run  at  a  finan- 
cial loss.  The  actual  cost  of  growing  wine  grapes  in  the  interior  on  average  land,  in- 
cluding interest  on  the  investment  and  taxes,  is  probably  not  less  than  $10  per  ton. 
At  $6  per  ton,  the  prevailing  price,  there  is  a  heavy  loss." 

Mr.  Swett  thus  shows  that  wine  grapes  are  the  financial  ruin  of  grape  growers, 
who  only  exist  by  reason  of  other  profitable  crops. 

W.  R.  Nutting,  of  Fresno,  said  (page  507): 

"We  have  over  6,000  raisin  growers  in  the  State,  a  large  industry.  There  are  now 
about  150,000  acres  of  raisin  vineyards  in  the  State." 

But  now  we  come  to  rthe  chief  man  who  is  industriously  spreading  tales  of  woe 
and  who  is  probably  the  author  of  the  various  resolutions  being  passed  and  above 
mentioned — Mr.  H.  F.  Stoll,  who  is  said  to  be  the  secretary  of  the  California  Grape 
Protective  Association.  He  travels  about  making  speeches  and  influencing  politicians, 
civic  clubs  and  associations. 

He  is  basing  his  argument  on  the  loss  to  grape  growers,  financially,  if  California 
votes  "Dry."  Let  us  see  (what  Mr.  Stoll  had  to  say  in  the  book  written  before  the 
California  "Dry"  movement  began. 

At  page  509  Mr.  Stoll  said: 

"There  are  300,000  acres  in  California  devoted  to  grape  cultivation,  of  which 
160,000  acres  is  devoted  to  grapes  used  exclusively  in  the  making  of  wine." 

Now  he  is  stating  publicly  that  the  acreage  is  170,000  in  wine  grapes! 

He  also  said  that  90,000  are  in  raisins  and  50,000  are  in  table  grapes. 

He  disagrees  with  the  resolutions  above  referred  to  by  some  40,000  acres.  If  he 
wrote  the  resolutions  or  gave  the  information  (we  refer  to  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
of  Los  Angeles  resolution  appearing  in  the  newspapers  April  2nd)  he  has  stretched 
the  acreage  just  that  much  over  his  statements  made  in  the  bulletin. 

But  Mr.  Stoll  does  admit  one  significant  fact.  He  says  that  in  1911  the  output  of 
wine  was  50,000,000  gallons,  while  in  1912  the  output  was  only  40,000,000  gallons! 

It  is  estimated  that  the  output  in  1913  is  less  still. 

This  proves  that  grape  growers  are  tired  of  losing  money  growing  wine  grapes 
and  have  already  cut  off  one-fifth  of  their  crop  in  a  year.  Many  growers  have  pulled 
up  their  wine  grape  vines. 

LABORING  MEN— NOTE  THIS! 

But  most  significant  of  all  is  Mr.  Stoll's  statement  of  labor  conditions  in  wine 
grape  growing.    He  said  (page  512): 

"One  of  the  most  serious  difficulties  which  we  must  overcome  if  we  hope  to  com- 
pete successfully  with  France,  Italy,  Germany,  Spain  and  Portugal  in  the  WINE  MAR- 
KET of  the  world  is  the  LABOR  PROBLEM.  This  fall  pickers  were  at  a  premium 
in  the  vineyards  and  as  a  result  PROHIBITIVE  PRICES  had  to  be  paid  to  Japs, 
Hindus  and  other  available  help.  But  with  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal  it  is 
expected  that  the  influx  of  immigration  from  Southern  Europe  will  help  adjust  the 
vexing  problem." 

So  now  Mr.  Stoll  has  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag! 

WITH  PAUPER  LABOR  FROM  SOUTHERN  EUROPE  the  wine  growers  expect 
to  compete  in  the  markets  of  the  world.  With  good,  honest  American  labor — yes, 
even  with  JAP  and  HINDU  labor,  they  cannot  do  it;  but  with  pauper  labor  they  may! 

What  have  the  laboring  men  of  California  to  say  to  these  men  who  have  been  hiring 
Japs,  Hindus,  Chinese  and  other  cheap  labor  and  are  hoping  that  the  Panama  Canal 
will  admit  hosts  of  pauper  laborers  from  Europe? 

Of  all  the  mean,  un-American,  low-down  hopes,  this  is  one  of  the  worst!  Already 
armies  of  unemployed  are  making  the  lives  of  city  officials  and  State  officials  weary 
with  demands  for  labor.  They  are  camping  on  the  highways,  spurned  and  persecuted 
or  they  are  condemned  to  jails,  while  the  liquor  traffic  ia  hoping  for  the  Panama 
Canal  to  let  in  hordes  of  pauper  labor  to  help  it  reap  profits  out  of  its  industries! 

WINE  GRAPE  GROWING  IS  A  SMALL  INDUSTRY  AS  COMPARED  WITH  OTHERS 

IN  THIS  STATE. 

These  hired  emissaries  of  the  liquor  traffic  say  that  the  wine  grape  industry  is 
one  of  the  great  industries  of  the  State.  At  the  utmost  there  are  about  150,000  acres 
devoted  to  wine  grapes  and  the  value  of  the  product  is  less  than  $9,000,000,  as  we 
have  shown. 

The  Fifty-ninth  Annual  Report  of  the  State  Board  of  Agriculture,  year  1913,  shows 
the  number  of  farms  to  be  88,197  in  California.  The  total  acreage  of  farms  is 
27,931,444.  Thus  the  small  acreage  of  wine  grapes  comparatively  is  seen.  The  per- 
centage is  less  than  .006  of  the  whole.  About  half  of  the  farm  lands  is  unimproved. 
Of  thfexiBMiMds,  tl  e  wine  grape  growers  have  about  one-tenth  of  one  per  cent.  Hay 


alone  had  an  acreage  of  2,rO0,OOO,  potatoes  78,000,  wheat  3,700,000  and  oats  200,000. 
The  total  value  of  all  crops  was  $153,111,013. 

Thus  the  comparative  value  of  this  industry  is  seen  to  be  small. 

WHAT  THE  GRAPE  GROWER  CAN  DO. 

Brother  Grape  Growers:  Let  us  point  out  a  wise  and  gainful  way  to  get  out  of 
this  business  run  now  at  a  less  to  you. 

You  will  have  a  whole  year  to  graft  your  wine  grapes  to  table  grapes,  and  If 
you  are  not  able  to  do  that,  then  you  can  sell  them  for  the  making  of  grape  juice  or 
dried  grapes,  or  delicious  grape  syrup. 

The  larger  part  of  your  lands  can  be  turned  into  alfalfa  fields  within  the  year 
and  a  crop  of  great  value  raised. 

You  can  sell  table  grapes  at  $32  per  ton,  the  price  paid  this  year.  Catawbas  and 
Concords  in  Michigan  sell  to  grape  juice  factories  for  ISO  to  $120  per  ton. 

Grape  juice  is  a  food  coming  into  universal  use.  That  is  the  kind  of  new  wine 
Christ  used,  the  fresh  juice  of  the  grape.  The  best  grape  juice  is  made  from  wine 
trapes. 

As  to  grape  syrup,  let  us  quote  you  from  a  letter  written  by  Levi  Lindqulst,  of 
Midoletown,  Lake  County,  California.  He  is  a  practical  grape  grower.  Under  date 
of  March  4th  he  says: 

"One  ton  of  grapes  makes  from  25  to  30  gallons  of  the  most  delicious  grape 
s\rup,  and  at  $1  per  gallon,  which  is  not  half  what  they  sell  unfermented  juice  for, 
will  pay  better  than  making  it  into  the  cup  that  curses.  I  made  thirty  gallons  in 
1910  and  with  a  16-foot  pan  two  men  can  run  out  100  gallons  of  syrup  in  a  day.  The 
California  University  has  issued  a  bulletin  on  syrup  making." 

There  is  a  vast  demand  steadily  growing  for  grape  juice. 

There  is  a  vast  market  for  grape  syrup  as  for  all  syrups. 

There  is  a  great  market  for  dried  grapes. 

There  is  a  vast  demand  for  alfalfa,  a  quick  crop. 

The  United  States  aloue,  in  the  words  of  Bioletti,  can  furnish  "a  market  for  ten 

times"  all  that  we  raise  of  the  product  Of  the  vine. 

WHAT  WINE  MAKERS  DO  FOR  THE  STATE— THE  OTHER  SIDE  OF  THE 

ACCOUNT. 

In  California  in  1912,  in  the  State  hospitals  of  insane,  there  were  770  listed  as  in- 
sane from  ALCOHOLIC  poisoning.    (See  8th  Biennial  Report  <>f  State  Commission  on 

Lunacy.)  Besides,  il  is  conservatively  estimated  that  one-half,  at  least,  of  the  re- 
mainder are  insane  from  the  indirect  effects  of  alcohol.  It  cost  the  State,  in  1912, 
about  $1,469,500  to  maintain  the  insane,  besides  the  interest  on  the  vast  investments 
in  grounds  and  buildings. 

The  Fifteenth  Biennial  Report  of  the  State  Bureau  of  Labor  shows  that  out  of 
113,626  misdemeanors  dealt  with  in  two  years,  according  to  the  court  records  of  the 
State,  66,930  were  plain  DRUNKS,  while  about  20,000  were  kindred  offenses,  prob- 
ably caused  by  drink,  such  as  assaults,  batteries  and  disturbing  the  peace.  Stop  and 
estimate  how  much  it  costs  in  money  to  run  the  courts  with  such  a  grist  to  grind. 

Hammond,  a  great  statistician,  estimates  that  crime  caused  by  liquor  costs  this 
State  about  $29,000,000  per  annum.  Send  for  the  reports  mentioned  and  learn  the 
truth. 

What  sort  of  a  man  is  he  that  wishes  to  grow  grapes  whose  wine  products  help 
to  make  such  a  number  of  insane  and  criminals?  Is  he  a  desirable  citizen  or  a  vulture 
feeding  off  of  humanity,  its  vices  and  passions? 

THEREFORE,  VOTERS  OF  CALIFORNIA,  and  you  whose  sympathies  have  been 
appealed  to  for  the  grape  industry,  be  not  deceived!  The  distillers  and  brewers  are 
back  of  this  row  about  the  injury  to  the  grape  growers.  Think  this  over  in  your 
homes,  by  your  firesides,  and  answer  these  questions: 

Can  I  aid  in  sending  annually  to  the  insane  hospitals  of  this  State  770  alcoholic 
insane,  or  about  17  per  cent  of  all  the  insane  as  recorded  and  perhaps  50  per  cent 
more? 

Can  I  aid  in  making  biennially  66,000  criminals  as  shown  on  the  records? 

Am  I  going  to  submit  that  American  wages  shall  be  cut  down  by  pauper  labor 

from  Europe? 

Answer  like  true  men  and  women  by  voting  for  the  "Dry"  amendment  at  the  elec- 
tion November  3rd. 

CALIFORNIA  "DRY"  FEDERATION. 

By  S.  W.  Odell.  President. 
P.  S. — We  request  that  information  be  sent  us  from  every  county  and  townshir. 

showing  thfi  acreage  of  wine  grapes,  production,  prices  and  other  facts. 

Order  this  Bulletin  fcr  general  distribution  at  25  cents  per  100  or  $2  per  1000,  U 
cover  cost.  Newspapers  and  other  journals  please  copy.  CALIFORNIA  "DRY"  FED 
ERATION.  Los  Angeles,  California. 
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The  Laboring  Man's 
Question  Box 


Bulletin  No.  7 


WE  HOLD  that  Laboring  men  are  rea- 
sonable, thinking  beings  and  that  when 
their  attention  is  called  to  facts,  which 
can  be  proven  by  reference  to  records  or 
to  plain  conditions,  their  decision  on  any 
question  presented  will  be  about  right. 
We  challenge  their  common  sense  to  test 
these  questions  and  answers: 

1.  If  a  man  or  set  of  men  proclaim 
their  anxiety  to  defend  "labor,"  ought  they 
not  to  be  investigated  before  "labor"  falls 
in  with  their  proclaimed  views  to  find  out 
whether  they  ''want"  something? 

Ans.    We  say,  "yes"! 

2.  Have  such  associations  as  the  Manu- 
facturers' and  Merchants'  Associations, 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  and  the  Realty 
Boards  of  some  cities  and  such  other 
like-named  associations  ever  shown  any 
intense  and  overwhelming  anxiety  to  de- 
fend the  rights  of  labor  before  the  year 
1914? 

Ans.    Oh,  no! 

3.  Who  compose  such  bodies  usually? 
Ans.    A  majority  of  them  are  the  rich, 

the  opulent,  the  men  who  ride  in  automo- 
biles, the  men  who  attend  banquets  at  five 
dollars  a  plate,  some  of  whom  own  build- 
ings which  they  rent  to  saloons  and  to 
other  vicious  trades,  such  as  the  red-light, 
and  its  kindred,  and  some  of  whom  have 
stocks  and  bonds  in  distilleries  and  brew- 
eries." Of  course  there  are  some  good 
men  in  them,  but  such  men  are  either 
afraid  to  speak  or  are  in  the  minority. 

4.  Are  there  any  laboring  men  in  these 
bodies? 

Ans.    Not  that  you  could  notice. 

5.  Then  if  these  bodies  pass  resolu- 
tions about  the  laboring  man,  ought  he 
not  walk  around  them  and  see  whether 
they  are  "holding  out  a  hand?" 

Ans.  Assuredly! 

6.  Why  dp  some  of  these  associations 
pass  resolutions  condemning  the  Cali- 
fornia "Dry"  movement  and  give  as  one  of 
the  reasons  the  injury  it  would  do  the  la- 
boring men? 

Ans.    That's  easy! 

Go  past  any  saloon  and  look  at  the  men 
lined  up  at  the  bar.  Nine  out  of  ten  are 
wage-earners.  The  tenth  man  is  a  bum,  a 
loafer,  a  panderer,  or  a  poor  devil,  down 
and  out  through  some  misfortune.  The 
dimes  and  dollars  of  laboring  men  support 
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Helps   the    saloon-keeper's  business,  but 
not  the  drinker's. 

the  saloon.  Of  course  the  majority  of  la- 
boring men  are  "dry,"  but  their  "wet" 
brothers  largely  support  the  saloon. 

These  dimes  and  dollars  are  afterwards 
"split"  as  follows:  they  pay  the  license 
money  into  the  city  treasurer  to  be  spent 
by  the  men  who  are  members  of  such  As- 
sociations and  their  political  friends;  they 
pay  for  the  liquor  to  the  brewing,  distilling 
and  wine -making  corporations  and  trusts 
and  the  enormous  profits  divided  by  them 
among  their  stock  and  bond  holders,  who 
are  either  members  of  the  Associations 
mentioned  or  have  a  "pull"  with  them,  and 
they  deposit  such  profits  in  banks  and 
thus  have  a  "pull"  with  them  and  their 
friends. 

They  don't  care  a  rap  for  the  laboring 
man.    It's  his  dimes  they  want. 

Making  California  "dry"  will  shut  the 
saloons;  the  laboring  man  will  save  his 
dimes  and  dollars;  these  grafters  will  not 
get  them.  Hence  their  "love"  for  the  la- 
boring man. 

7.  Is  there  another  reason  why  poli- 
ticians "love"  the  laboring  man  and  want 
to  keep  the  state  "wet"  for  his  benefit? 

Ans.    Again,  that's  easy! 

Politicians  want  money  in  the  city 
treasury  to  handle — so  they  get  the  license 
money  which  the  laborer  largely  pays. 
They  want  power  and  jobs  for  police  and 
others  and  so  they  need  work  for  the 
police  to  do.  The  saloons  furnish  the 
work.  They  want  a  '"lively"town,  with  its 
gilded  places  to  give  a  man  a  "good  time," 
even  though  it  ruins  him. 

The  California  State  Bureau  of  Labor 
found  that  it  is  the  wage-earner  who  com- 


mlts  nearly  all  of  the  misdemeanors  for 
which  men  are  arrested  and  punished  in 

this  State.  The  rich  lawbreaker  generally 
does  not  get  arrested — if  drunk  or  disor- 
derly, he  is  sent  home  in  an  auto  or 
secluded  by  his  friends.  The  political  boss 
winks  at  his  law-breaking.  The  Bureau 
of  Labor,  Fifteenth  Biennial  Report  for 
1911  and  1912,  has  in  it  long  tables  of  28 
different  misdemeanors  occurring  in  two 
years  and  comprising  113.626  arrests,  of 
which  66,930  were  "drunks"  and  about 
20,000  more  "fighting  drunks,"  or  disturb- 
ances of  the  peace,  assaults  and  batteries. 
In  Los  Angeles  alone  last  year  over  18,000 
drunks  were  arrested.  This  is  the  process 
by  which  the  liquor- traffic  is  breaking  the 
wage-earner: 

1.  The  saloon  is  licensed. 

2.  Wage-earners  leave  their  money  in 
the  licensed  saloon. 

3.  This  money  as  license  money  pours 
into  the  city  treasury  to  support  police, 
politician  and  grafter. 

4.  The  poor  drunk  is  arrested  and  put 
in  the  "tanks." 

6.  The  poor  drunk  gets  fined  and  has 
to  hit  the  stone-pile  or  pay.  More  money 
is  thus  acquired  to  keep  the  political  pot 
boiling  and  the  grafters  paid.  The  poor 
drunk's  family  is  thus  robbed  of  his  money 
and  time  and  must  often  appeal  to  charity. 

6.  The  drinking  wage-earner  gets  a 
momentary  pleasure  in  drinking.  But  he 
gets  the  appetite  that  finally  destroys  his 
nerve  and  his  job  and  his  self-respect  and 
his  money  and  the  happiness  of  his  wife 
and  children  and  his  strength  of  mind  and 
finally  he  gets  a  wrecked  soul. 

And  he  keeps  the  laboring  class  down. 

9.  If  we  vote  California  "dry"  this  year, 
what  effect  will  it  have  on  labor? 

Ans.  That  is  a  fair  question.  Follow 
this  line  of  thought: 

A  large  number  of  laboring  men  drink. 

Some  drink  to  excess;  others  drink  one 
to  three  glasses  a  day. 

The  drinking  laborer  spends,  on  the  av- 
erage, treats  included,  20  cents  a  day. 
Twenty  cents  a  day  is  $6  per  month  or  $72 
per  year. 

The  average  laboring  man  and  his  wife 
and  children  do  not  have  more  than  one 
average  good  suit  of  clothing,  one  hat  and 
one  pair  of  shoes  apiece,  other  than  their 
working  clothes,  each  year — and  the 
drinking  man  generally  has  less.  The 
di  inking  man's  wife  has  to  scrimp  and 
save,  make  old  dresses  over,  trim  old  hats 
over,  make  children's  clothes  out  of  fa- 
ther's old  clothes  or  mother's  old  dresses 
— generally.  Seventy-two  dollars  will 
buy:  A  new  suit  for  father,  $25;  a  new 
suit  for  mother,  $25;  clothes  for  chil- 
dren, $22. 

That  sum  would  pay  four  to  six  months' 
rent,  or  several  payments  on  a  little  home 
on  the  installment  plan. 

That  sum  would  pay  overdue  grocery 
bills  or  fuel  bills  and  leave  something  for 
a  rainy  day  under  "dry"  conditions. 


A  new  suit  or  outfit  for  the  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  laboring  men's  families 
means  more  and  busier  factories,  more 
jobs  for  men,  and  more  cash  business  for 
grocers,  which  also  means  cheaper  gro- 
ceries and  cheaper  living. 

10.  But  does  not  the  liquor-traffic  em- 
ploy labor? 

Ans.  Yes  but  not  one-fifth  as  much  as 
other  traies.  Reports  show  that  for  every 
million  dollars  invested  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  lumber,  FIVE  HUNDRED  AND 
SEVENTY-NINE  men  are  employed;  for 
every  million  dollars  invested  in  the 
manufacture  of  clothing,  FIVE  HUNDRED 
AND  SEVENTY-EIGHT  men  are  em- 
ployed; for  every  million  dollars  invested 
in  the  manufacture  of  leather  products, 
FOUR  HUNDRED  AND  SIXTY-NINE 
men  are  employed,  while  for  every  mil- 
lion dollars  invested  in  the  manufacture 
of  liquors,  only  SEVENTY -SEVEN  men 
are  employed. 

WANTED— WORKING  MEN! 

If  the  working  men  overthrow  the  traf- 
fic In  liquors  by  their  votes  they  will  force 
the  investment  of  the  money  now  giving 
employment  to  a  mere  handful  into  chan- 
nels where  it  will  employ  about  FIVE 
TIMES  AS  MANY  MEN. 

Two  billions  of  dollars  are  wasted  for 
liquor  In  America  every  year. 

Suppose  we  were  to  banish  the  saloons, 
close  up  the  breweries  and  distilleries  and 
begin  to  spend  that  two  billions  for  le- 
gitimate products.  It  would  mean  millions 
of  dollars  more  business  for  the  merch- 
ants, millions  more  for  the  manufacturers, 
millions  paid  to  labor  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  men  now  seeking  work  would 
be  employed  at  good  wages. 

Shoe  factories  would  run  overtime, 
clothing  factories  would  have  to  turn  away 
orders.  The  makers  of  steel  products,  of 
vehicles,  of  furniture,  would  be  over- 
whelmed with  orders  and  HUNTING  DES- 
PERATELY FOR  MORE  WORKINGMEN. 
The  grocerymen  would  need  more  clerks, 
the  butcher  would  telephone  frantically 
for  more  meat  to  satisfy  the  men  who 
formerly  spent  their  money  for  beer. 

11.  But  the  liquor  crowd  is  stating  that 
prohibition  would  throw  out  of  employ- 
ment 282,000  men  in  California  and  in 
the  wine  trade  alone  "5,000.  How  about  it? 

Ans.  That  such  statement  is  ridicu- 
lously false  is  apparent  from  the  last 
United  States  census,  which  shows  that  in 
California  in  1909  only  264  persons  were 
engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  distilled 
liquors,  1626  in  malt  liquors  and  1691  in 
various  other  liquors;  a  total  of  3581  per- 
sons. Now  add  to  these  a  like  number  en- 
gaged in  the  bottling,  fixture-making  and 
kindred  pursuits  directly  or  indirectly  af- 
fected by  the  liquor  trade  and  you  have 
about  seven  or  eight  thousand  who  will 
be  temporarily  affected.  Records  do 
not  He. 

12.  What  will  be  done  with  these  seven 
or  eight  thousand  laborers? 


Ans.  Bottles  are  needed  in  grape-juice 
and  vinegar  factories,  a  more  lucrative 
employment;  breweries  will  be  turned 
into  warehouses,  mills,  ice  plants  and  fac- 
tories. There  will  be  more  jobs  for  sober 
men.  Besides,  the  California  "Dry"  Fed- 
eration is  in  favor  of  the  Right  to  Work 
Law,  which  is  advocated  by  labor.  The 
proposed  amendments  grant  enough  time 
for  the  liquor  fellows  to  get  into  other 
business.  They  will  stop  the  retail  traf- 
fic February  15,  1915,  and  the  manufacture 
and  export  June  1,  1916.  We  vote  on  the 
amendments  November  3,  1914. 
.  13.  How  do  you  account  for  conditions, 
which  have  forced  armies  of  men  to  camp 
in  the  Los  Angeles  riverbed  and  to  march 
on  to  Sacramento,  where  they  were  treated 
like  dogs  and  chased  away  by  firemen 
with  streams  of  water? 

Ans.  Those  occurred  under  present 
license  laws.  The  liquor  traffic  is  to 
blame  for  much  of  this  trouble.  The  liquor 
traffic  takes  from  the  laboring  man  on 
the  average  about  $90.00  per  annum  and 
from  the  drinking  laborer  twice  that  much. 
It  keeps  labor  as  a  class  poor.  The  laborer 
who  does  not  drink  suffers  because  his 
brother  laborer  drinks.  Of  money  spent 
for  drinks  labor  gets  about  one  per  cent 
returned  to  him  in  wages.  The  balance 
goes  into  the  maw  of  the  greatest  trusts 
in  the  world — the  Liquor  Corporations. 

14.  If  this  two  billion  dollars  were  in- 
vested in  manufacturing,  farming  and 
mercantile  plants  other  than  liquor,  how 
many  plants  could  be  set  going? 

Ans.  Two  thousand  plants  having  a 
million  dollars  capital  each,  and  every  one 
employing  from  500  to  2500  men.  These 
would  indirectly  promote  and  enliven  every 
other  industry.  That  would  mean  good 
times. 

15.  What  does  liquor-made  crime  and 
insanity  cost  California? 

Ans.  About  $29,000,000  each  year. 
License  fees  and  taxes  are  paid  to  the 
State,  Counties  and  Cities  amounting  to 
about  $2,000,000.  Liquor  costs  taxpayers 
the  difference. 

15.  But  will  not  voting  "yes"  on  this 
prohibition  amendment  kill  the  grape  in- 
dustry and  hurt  labor? 

Ans.  No.  Some  men,  who  are  saying 
so  now,  talked  very  differently  before  this 
""Dry"  campaign  began.  This  can  be 
proven  by  reference  to  the  Bulletins  of  the 
State  Commission  of  Horticulture,  which 
can  be  found  in  every  public  library.  In 
Vol.  2,  Nos.  3  and  4,  you  will  find  the  fol- 
lowing: 

At  page  483  of  these  bulletins.  Prof.  F. 
T.  Bioletti  of  the  State  University  of 
Berkeley,  says:  "The  average  price 
received  by  producers  (wine  grapes) 
for  a  series  of  years  must  be  very 
close  to  the  cost  of  production.  He  (the 
wine-grape  grower)  is  selling  his  grapes 
at  cost  and  receiving  nothing  for  his  time 
and  expenditure  of  energy." 


On  page  486  of  the  same  bulletins  he 
deals  with  the  raisin  industry  and  finds 
that  when  raisins  sell  at  3  cents  per  pound 
the  profits  to  the  farmer  run  from  $12.50 
to  $83.00  per  acre,  and  when  the  price  is 
4  cents  per  pound  the  profits  run  from 
$14.75  to  $133  per  acre. 

At  page  497  Mr.  Swett  says: 

"Since  1907  the  average  vineyards  of 
the  interior  valleys  have  been  run  at  a 
financial  loss.  The  actual  cost  of  grow- 
ing wine  grapes  in  the  interior  on  average 
land,  including  interest  on  the  investment 
and  taxes,  is  probably  not  less  than  $10.00 
per  ton.  At  $6.00  per  ton,  the  prevailing 
price,  there  is  a  heavy  loss." 

LABORING  MEN,  NOTE  THIS! 

But  most  significant  of  all  is  Mr.  Stoll's 
statement  of  labor  conditions  in  wine- 
grape  growing.    He  said  (page  512) : 

"One  of  the  most  serious  difficulties 
which  we  must  overcome  if  we  hope  to 
compete  successfully  with  France,  Italy, 
Germany,  Spain  and  Portugal  in  the  WINE 
MARKET  of  the  world  is  the  LABOR 
PROBLEM.  This  fall  pickers  were  at  a 
premium  in  the  vineyards  and  as  a  result 
PROHIBITIVE  PRICES  had  to  be  paid 
to  Japs,  Hindus  and  other  available  help. 
But  with  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal 
it  is  expected  that  the  influx  of  immigra- 
tion from  Southern  Europe  will  help  ad- 
just the  vexing  problem." 

WITH  CHEAP  OR  PAUPER  LABOR 
FROM  SOUTHERN  EUROPE  the  wine- 
growers hope  to  compete  in  the  markets 
of  the  world. 

Of  all  the  mean,  un-American,  low-down 
hopes,  this  is  one  of  the  worst!  Already 
armies  of  unemployed  are  camping  on 
the  highways,  spurned  and  persecuted 
or  they  are  condemned  to  jails,  while 
the  liquor  traffice  is  hoping  for  the 
Panama  Canal  to  let  in  hordes  of  pauper- 
labor  to  help  it  reap  profits  out  of  its  in- 
dustries! 

16.  What  other  reasons  are  there  for 
voting  "yes"  on  the  prohibition  amend- 
ment, November  3. 

Ans.    Among  the  many  are: 

1.  It  is  in  exact  harmony  with  all  hu- 
manitarian principles  of  mandkind  in  that 
it  seeks  to  destroy  that  which  destroys 
man. 

2.  It  places  a  highev  value  on  human 
life  than  on  the  commercialized  poisoning 
of  that  life. 

3.  It  seeks  to  destroy  the  only  legal- 
ized American  institution  that  has  but 
one  single  excuse  for  existence — Profit. 

4.  It  is  in  line  with  the  law  against 
robbing  and  gambling,  which  are  profitable 
to  a  few  but  to  society  a  loss. 

5.  It  will  stop  the  flow  of  millions  of 
dollars  from  the  pockets  of  workers  into 
the  tills  of  the  winery  and  brewery  cor- 
porations. 

6.  It  destroys  the  liquor  traffic  as  a 
political  machine  which  has  always  been 
used  to  crush  the  workers. 

7.  It  will  throw  back  into  the  teeth 
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incifiles  of  Public  Health  " 


The  mind  unclouded  by 
alcohol  works  quickly 
and  accurately. 


The    mind    clouded  by 
alcohol  works  slowly 
and  inaccurately. 


of  the  money  lords  the  fact  that  their  an- 
nual production  of  forty-two  millions  of 
gallons  of  wine  and  millions  of  gallons  of 
other  liquors  would  be  absolutely  worth- 
less without  men,  women  and  children  to 
consume  them. 

8.  It  will  prove  to  the  world  that  the 
workers  are  determined  to  quit  murder- 
ing their  fellows  in  peace  as  well  as  in 
war;  that  for  a  paltry  wage  they  will  no 
longer  create  that  which  gives  death  and 
not  life. 

9.  In  California  in  1912,  in  the  State 
Hospitals  of  Insane,  there  were  770  listed 
as  insane  from  ALCOHOLIC  poisoning. 
(See  Kighth  Biennial  Report  of  State 
Commission  on  Lunacy.)  Besides,  it  is 
conservatively  estimsted  that  one-half,  at 
least,  of  the  remaining  six  thousand  or 
more  are  insane  from  the  indirect  effects 
of  alcohol.  It  cost  the  State,  in  1912, 
about  $1,469,500  to  maintain  the  insane, 
besides  the  interest  on  the  vast  Invest- 
ments in  grounds  and  buildings.  Labor 
does  not  approve  making  people  insane. 

17.  Suppose,  however,  temporarily 
there  should  be  some  loss  and  some  men 
out  of  jobs — have  not  laboring  men  many 
times  suffered  for  the  right  and  for  the 
uplift  of  their  brothers? 

Ans.  Yes!  More  brotherly  love  and 
charity  and  more  real  work  for  the  good 
of  society  has  been  given  by  the  poor  man 
than  by  the  rich.  Generally  the  rich  are 
selfish.  So  long  as  they  get  the  dollar 
they  care  little  whether  men  suffer  and 
go  to  the  devil  or  not.  This  fight  for  hu- 
manity will  be  won  by  the  votes  of  poor 
men.  The  rich,  generally  speaking  (not 
all)  are  against  California  "Dry." 

18.  Does  the  laboring  man  need  a 
stimulant? 

Ans.  Just  compare  the  ordinary,  tem- 
perate laborer  with  the  drinker.  That  is 
the  answer.  The  latter  is  nervous,  easily 
fatigued,  sick  and  often  loses  his  job.  The 
former  is  just  the  opposite.  Science 
teaches  that  one  who  drinks  three  glasses 
of  beer  or  of  wine  a  day  is  from  five  to 
fifteen  per  cent  less  efficient  than  he  who 


lets  it  alone.  Life  insur- 
ance tables  show  that  he 
vho  is  a  total  abstainer 
lives  on  the  average  to  be 
61  years  old,  while  the 
moderate  drinker  lives  on 
the  average  to  be  51  years 
old.  and  the  hard  drinker 
35  years.  Alcohol  kills  its 
thousands  yearly. 

19.  Has  prohibition  been 
a  good  thing  in  other 
states? 

Ans.  It  has  improved 
conditions  wherever  tried. 
Hon.  William  H.  Thomp- 
son, member  of  congress 
from  Kansas,  speaking  in 
the  United  States  House 
of  Representatives  in  1913, 
said  in  regard  to  Kansas: 
"During  the  33  years  of  prohibition  the 
illiteracy  of  our  people  has  been  reduced 
from  forty-nine  per  cent  to  two  per 
cent.  With  105  Counties  in  the 
State.  87  of  them  have  no  insane;  54 
have  no  feeble-minded,  96  have  no  in- 
ebriates and  what  few  there  are  come  from 
the  c  uies  which  defied  the  law  until  recent 
years.  There  is  only  1  pauper  to  every 
30»0  population  and  there  are  38  County 
Poor  Farms  which  have  no  inmates.  In 
July,  1911,  53  County  Jails  were  empty 
and  65  Counties  had  no  prisoners  serving 
sentence.  Since  the  establishment  of  pro- 
hibition the  population  of  Kansas  has  in- 
creased more  than  any  of  the  surrounding 
States,  and  her  wealth  has  increased  until 
it  has  become  the  richest  State  in  the 
Union  per  capita. 
20.  How  shall  I  vote  "Dry"? 
Ans.  Amendment  No.  2  on  the  ballot  to 
be  voted  November  3  is  the  prohibition 
amendment.  Stamp  "X"  in  the  square 
opposite  the  word  "Yes." 

Order  for  general  distribution  of  S.  W. 
Odell.  322  California  Building,  Los  An- 
geles, Calif. 


The  Pioneer 
Whisky:    "Glad  to  see  you,  sir. 

the  best  friend  I  have." 


You  are 


•  ■  . 


Facts  vs. 
Faddists 


A  Plea  for  Common  Sense 


The  Same  Kind  of  Bait 


Vote  NO  on  Amendments  Nos.  1  and  2 

VOTE  "HU      on  AJVltilNUivirjin  a  mo — «»>■  o,  ««,  *»s«""-"'  »»""   " ™"  - -~" — 


Remember  there  are  two  prohibition  amendments  on  ballot 


No  Anti-Saloon  Issue  on  Ballot 

The  Prohibitionists  contend  that  the  second  amendment  is  directed 
against  the  saloon.  They  deliberately  refuse  to  tell  of  its  other  effects. 
Read  the  following  editorial  from  the  Sacramento  Bee  of  February  15, 
1916,  and  then  decide  for  yourself  about  the  honesty  of  the  prohibi- 
tionists in  asking  you  to  vote  on  this  as  purely  an  anti-saloon  measure. 


The  "Sacramento  Bee"  says: 

The  same  old  trick  of  the  last  prohibition  cam- 
paign in  this  state  is  being  worked  again. 

Campaigners  and  literary  experts  devoted  to  that 
cause  already  are  writing  about  "the  line-up 
against  the  saloon,"  and  various  quotations  are 
made    from    the   forces   "behind    the  anti-saloon 

movement." 


Now  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  there  is  no  anti- 
saloon  movement  before  the  people  of  California;  no 
anti -saloon  question  will  be  voted  upon  by  the 
people  of  California  in  November  next. 

There  is  no  anti-saloon  problem  at  Issue  before 
the  voters,  any  more  than  there  is  one  of  the  ex- 
termination of  the  sparrows. 

Why  are  not  the  Prohibitionists  honest  In  this 

matter? 

They  appealed  to  The  People  for  signatures  for 
two  initiatives  to  be  voted  upon  by  the  sovereigns. 

One  they  themselves  stamped  "Prohibition."  The 
other  they  themselves  called  "Partial  Prohibition." 

And  yet  when  they  appeared  before  the  Appel- 
late Court  they  repudiated  the  latter  title  under 
which  they  had  procured  signatures,  declaring  that 
it  was  not  partial  prohibition,  but  was  simply  a 
measure  to  "regulate  the  liquor  traffic." 


This  second  proposal  is  not  an  anti-saloon  issue. 

It  Is  much  more  than  an  effort  to  regulate  the 
liquor  traffic. 

It  Is  a  scheme  to  throttle  the  wine  industry  of 
California. 

It  Is  a  measure  as  obnoxious  as  prohibition  itself. 

Under  an  alias  and  behind  a  mask  It  presents 
prohibition  in  the  garb  of  an  anti-saloon  measure. 

Under  it  no  hotel,  restaurant  or  cafe  could  serve 
California  wine  with  meals. 


No  commercial  body,  fraternal  organization,  or 
individual  giving  a  public  banquet  at  a  place  of  pub- 
lic resort  could  offer  wine  to  guests. 

No  club  could  serve  wine  to  its  members. 

No  summer  resort  could  offer  or  give  away  wine 
to  its  patrons. 

No  grocery  store  or  family  liquor  store  could  sell 
wine  in  sealed  packages  not  to  be  consumed  on  the 
premises. 


More  than  that: 

Suppose  a  man  desired  to  take  his  family  to 
Santa  Cruz  for  two  or  three  months  during  the 
summer. 

He  could  not  buy  any  wine  there: 

First — Because  there  Is  no  wine  made  there — and 
this  law  prohibits  Its  sale  anywhere  save  at  the 
place  of  manufacture. 

Second — Because  Santa  Cruz  is  not  the  "perma- 
nent home"  of  these  visitors — and  no  man  can  get 
liquor  save  to  be  drank  in  his  permanent  home. 


This  measure  would  debar  any  Eastern  visitor 
from  procuring  a  glass  of  wine  anywhere  within 
the  State  of  California. 

It  would  prevent  many  State  officers  here  In 
Sacramento  from  having  wine  at  their  meals  in 
their  residences — for  Sacramento  is  not  their  "per. 
manent  home." 


The  thing  is  one  of  the  most  Iniquitous  offenses 
against  personal  liberty  and  the  sacredness  of  in- 
dividual rights  ever  thought  of  anywhere. 

It  is  a  fraud  when  It  masquerades  under  the  alias 
of  "an  anti-saloon  proposition." 

It  is  a  farce  when  It  claims  to  be  merely  a  meas- 
ure to  "regulate  the  liquor  traffic." 

And  It  Is  an  Imposition  throughout  upon  the 
voter,  because  it  does  not  stand  out  in  the  sunlight 
under  its  true  colors. 


THE  voters  of  California  are  asked  to  vote  on  two  prohibition  measures: 
The  first  amendment  on  the  ballot  is  absolute  prohibition  and  says  so.  The 
second  amendment  on  the  ballot  is  also  a  prohibition  amendment  but  masquerades 
as  an  anti-saloon  measure.  The  principal  difference  between  the  two  measures  is 
that  one  goes  into  effect  at  the  end  of  1917,  and  the  other  goes  into  effect  two 
years  later.    REGISTER  NOW. 


Vote  for  prosperity  by  voting  against  prohibition 


Does  This  Promise  Prosperity? 

Prohibition  does  not  create — it  destroys.  Not  alone  does  it  destroy 
personal  liberty  but  other  more  tangible  things — such  as  jobs  of 
workmen  and  dollars  of  investors.   Read  how  it  would  hit  California. 


MORE  than  293,000  persons  will 
be  deprived  of  their  livelihood, 
and  an  investment  of  upwards 
of  $210,000,000  will  be  de- 
stroyed if  the  Drys  win  their  fight  to  put 
California  in  the  prohibition  column  at 
the  November  election.  These  figures  are 
contained  in  the  latest  statistical  report, 
showing  the  magnitude  of  the  wine  and 
liquor  industries  of  the  state  just  issued 
as  a  part  of  a  report  showing  the  indus- 
trial progress  of  California  during  the  last 
twelve  months.  The  figures  put  a  pow- 
erful weapon  into  the  hands  of  those  who 
want  to  save  the  vast  vineyards  of  Cali- 
fornia, and  contain  an  unanswerable  pro- 
test against  the  argument  put  forth  by  the 
Prohibition  leaders  that  it  will  be  easy  for 
the  great  army  employed  in  the  wine  and 
allied  industries  to  find  work  in  other 
fields. 

At  the  present  time,  according  to  es- 
timates which  are  believed  to  be  conserva- 
tive, there  are  a  greater  number  of  unem- 
ployed in  California  than  at  any  other 
period  since  the  work  of  building  the 
two  expositions  was  begun  and  the 
herculean  task  of  re- 
building San  Francisco 
was  finished.  This  con- 
dition is  due  both  to  the 
inability  to  ship  Califor- 
nia products  because  of 
the  war  and  because  the 
unprecedented  building 
operations  carried  on 
during  the  last  few 
years  have  left  thous- 
ands of  skilled  workmen 
without  employment. 
To  add  to  the  army  of 


PROHIBITION    IN  KENTUCKY 
Irvin  S.  Cobb,    writing    in  the 
"American  Magazine,"  says: 

"Of  the  seven  original  Jokes  in 
the  world  —  there  are  eight  now, 
since  a  gentleman  at  Detroit, 
Michigan,  popularized  the  jltney- 
blle — but  of  the  original  seven,  the 
first  and  foremost  dealt  with  the 
Kentucky  Colonel  and  his  toddy. 
This  being  so  It  will  come  as  a 
shock  to  many  to  learn  that  local 
option  prevails  over  most  of  Ken- 
tucky. Four  out  of  every  five  coun- 
ties are  so  dry  that  often  a  stranger 
must  travel  nearly  HALF  A  BLOCK 
to  get  a  drink." 


the  unemployed  the  thousands  whose  live- 
lihood is  dependent  upon  the  wine  and 
brewing  industries  would  bring  to  the 
state  a  period  of  unparelleled  financial  de- 
pression. 

Of  the  industries  affected  by  the  pas- 
sage of  the  prohibition  laws  which  are  to 
be  voted  upon  by  the  people  in  Novem- 
ber, the  most  extensive  is  the  wine  and 
grape  industry.  The  total  amount  of 
money  invested  in  viticulture  in  the  state 
is  $150,000,000,  and  the  total  annual 
wealth  produced  is  $30,000,000.  The 
total  acreage  planted  in  grapes  is  347,000, 
of  which  half,  or  1  70,000  acres,  is  plant- 
ed in  wine  grapes. 

All  of  the  wine  grapes  are  used  at 
wineries;  about  60  per  cent  of  the  table 
grapes  have  to  be  dumped  into  the  win- 
eries, and  a  large  portion  of  the  raisin 
grapes,  especially  the  second  crop,  is  sold 
to  wineries. 

There  are  in  California  700  wineries 
which  produce  an  annual  wealth  of 
$30,000,000.  The  number  of  persons 
employed  in  cultivation,  manufacture  and 
distribution  is  15,000  and  the  heads  of 
 families  owning  vine- 
yards total  another 
15,000. 

Counting  five  per- 
sons to  a  family,  which 
is  the  accepted  esti- 
mate, this  means  that 
approximately  150,000 
persons  are  directly  de- 
pendent upon  the  wine 
industry  for  their  living. 

Although  the  brew- 
ing industry  is  not  as 
great  as  the  wine  and 
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osperous:  vote  against  prohibi 


grape-growing  industries,  the  investment 
represented  in  the  sixty-nine  California 
breweries  is  placed,  in  round  figures,  at 
$50,000,000.  The  wages  paid  annually 
to  those  employed  in  the  breweries  is 
$6,000,000,  and  the  heads  of  families 
employed  are  4,000.  This  means  that 
20,000  persons  are  directly  dependent 
upon  the  brewing  industry  for  their  liveli- 
hood. The  value  of  material  annually 
used  in  the  breweries  is  estimated  at 
$3,500,000.  The  annual  taxes  paid  to 
the  state,  county  and  municipalities  total 
more  than  $1,000,000. 

These  figures  alone  do  not  begin  to 
tell  the  story  of  the  destruction  that  would 


be  wrought  by  a  state-wide  prohibition 
victory.  Fifteen  thousand  persons  in 
California  pay  Federal  licenses  amount- 
ing annually  to  about  $400,000.  There 
are  about  5,000  restaurants  serving  liq- 
uors, and  5,000  retail  liquor  establish- 
ments. The  retail  establishments  repre- 
sent an  investment  of  $10,000,000; 
22,000  persons  derive  employment  from 
them,  and  112,000  persons  are  directly 
dependent  upon  them  for  a  living. 

Destruction  of  property  worth  $2  1  0,- 
000,000  and  destruction  of  the  livelihood 
of  293,000  Californians — those  are  the 
only  things  prohibition  definitely  prom- 
ises. 


What  the  Anti- Saloon  League  Is 


THE  Anti-Saloon  League  should  not  be 
confused  with  any  of  the  temperance 
organizations  which  have  existed  in  the 
United  States.    The  Anti-Saloon  League 
is  primarily  a  political  organization — 
an  organization  which,  by  appealing  to  the  senti- 
ments and  emotions  of  the  people,  has  built  up 
a  very  effective  and  powerful  machine. 

Though  managed  from  Ohio,  this  organiza- 
tion has  injected  its  influence  into  the  elections 
of  almost  every  state,  and  has  in  many  cases 
interfered  with  purely  local  issues.  An  ex- 
ample of  the  arrogance  with  which  it  uses  its 
great  power  is  found  in  the  recent  objections 
made  by  the  Anti-Saloon  League  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  Hon.  Louis  D.  Brandeis  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  The  only 
objection  the  Anti-Saloon  League  had  to  Mr. 
Brandeis  was  that  he  had  once  appeared  as  at- 
torney for  the  Brewers'  Association  of  New 
England.  Thus  the  Anti-Saloon  League  seeks 
to  inject  into  American  political  affairs  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  boycott  and  the  Black  Hand.  Their 
action  in  the  Brandeis  matter  has  served  no- 
tice on  public  servants  that  if  they  do  not  at 
all  times  carry  out  the  ideas  of  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  that  powerful  organization  will  do 
everything  possible  to  destroy  their  political 
careers. 

This  unwarranted  attempt  to  interfere  with 
appointments  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  is  only  one  of  many  moves  the 
League  has  made  which  show  it  to  be  a  power- 
ful political  machine.  A  writer  in  the  North 
American  Review  recently  said: 

"The  power  of  that  portion  of  public  opinion 


which  now  supports  the  demand  for  national 
prohibition  is  exerted  upon  Congress  and  state 
political  bodies  and  in  elections  through  the 
Anti-Saloon  League  of  America.  The  League 
organizes  and  manages  every  important  prohi- 
bition fight  made  in  the  country,  and  main- 
tains at  Washington  one  of  the  most  powerful 
lobbies  ever  seen  at  the  national  capital.  It  is 
known  as  the  national  legislative  headquarters 
of  the  League,  and  is  in  charge  of  Rev.  E.  C. 
Dinwiddie,    national    legislative  superintendent. 

"It  is  a  lobby  clearly  in  the  sense  of  the  term 
accepted  in  modern  American  politics.  Its  rep- 
resentatives, backed  by  an  organized  influence 
of  public  opinion,  are  enabled  to  dictate  the  at- 
titude of  a  considerable  number  of  Congress- 
men on  a  pending  question,  with  the  result  that 
Congressmen  oftentimes  are  driven  to  vote 
against  their  own  views  and  their  own  con- 
sciences in  favor  of  the  measures  advocated  by 
the  lobby.  The  harmful  effect  of  such  a  lobby- 
ing enterprise  upon  our  system  of  government 
does  not  admit  of  controversy.  It  is  inimical  to 
the  very  spirit  of  our  governmental  institutions 
in  that  it  would  remove  the  legislative  power 
from  Congress  itself,  in  so  far  as  the  matter  of 
prohibition  is  concerned,  and  place  this  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League.  A 
lobby  always  has  been  condemned  by  the  Ameri- 
can people.  The  very  term  'lobby'  has  been 
anathema  in  American  politics.  The  Anti-Sa- 
loon League  has  been  utterly  fearless  in  its  op- 
erations, however,  and  has  made  no  effort  to 
cloak  its  activities  in  the  corridors  of  the  House 
of  Representatives." 


California  does  not  need  the  Anti-Saloon  League 


One  of  the  most  powerful  weapons  of  the 
Anti-Saloon  League  is  the  blacklist.  The  or- 
ganization gives  public  notice  that  its  forces 
will  be  used  to  oppose  any  candidate  who  re- 
fuses to  accept  the  dictation  of  the  League  no 
matter  what  his  record  on  other  and  more  im- 
portant matters  may  be.  On  the  other  hand 
many  unscrupulous  politicians  ally  themselves 
with  the  Anti-Saloon  League,  gain  its  support 
by  voting  for  prohibition  measures  and  thus 
manage  to  remain  in  office  despite  their  record 
in  other  matters.  For  instance,  of  the  forty-six 
votes  cast  against  the  Keating-Owen  child  labor 
bill  when  that  measure  was  before  the  House 
of  Representatives,  thirty-eight  were  cast  by 
members  from  prohibition  states,  under  the 
domination  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League. 

The  political  aspect  of  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  is  indicated  by  the  expressions  of  vari- 
ous of  its  leaders,  for  instance: 

D.  M.  Gandier,  Superintendent  of  the  Cali- 
fornia Division  of  this  political  organization, 
said  in  an  article  published  in  the  Sunset  Maga- 
zine: "Politically  we  are  opportunists,  we  get 
what  we  can  and  then  try  for  more." 

Speaking  of  the  manner  in  which  the  League 
used  the  churches  of  Oregon  to  further  their 
political  ambitions,  Ferdinand  Cowle  Inglehart, 
New  York  Superintendent  of  the  Anti-Saloon 
League,  in  the  Review  of  Reviews,  February, 
1915,  said:  "The  pastors  and  members  of  the 
churches  turned  the  state  (Oregon)  into  an  or- 
ganized political  camp." 

That  political  power  is  the  sole  object  of  the 
Anti-Saloon  League  is  indicated  by  the  re- 
marks of  Eugene  W.  Chafin,  the  League's  can- 
didate for  President  in  1912,  who  said:  "All  we 
want  is  to  be  elected  to  power.  Elect  us  to 
power,  and  we  will  repeal  a  few  laws  and  do 
the  rest  by  interpretation  of  the  Constitution 
and  administration  of  the  government." 

Substantiating  Mr.  Chafin's  views  is  the  fol- 
lowing statement  of  P.  A.  Baker,  General  Su- 
perintendent of  the  League.  Mr.  Baker's  idea 
is  to  be  not  only  elected  to  power,  but  to  con- 
trol by  coercion  and  blacklist  all  those  candi- 
dates for  office  outside  of  their  own  immediate 
camps.  Mr.  Baker  indicates  this  in  the  follow- 
ing: 

"Press  the  battle  against  the  liquor  traffic  in 
every  town,  county  and  state,  and  against  every 
candidate  for  Congress  and  the  United  States 
Senate  who  is  not  in  favor  of  the  submission  of 
a  joint  resolution  for  national  constitutional  pro- 
hibition, also  AGAINST  ANY  CANDIDATE  for 
the  PRESIDENCY  who  by  sympathy  or  conduct, 
past  or  present,  is  known  to  be  friendly  with 
the  traffic."' 

The  methods  followed  by  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  in  ordinary  campaigns,  the  frequent 
proscription  of  candidates  for  office  who  choose 
to  follow  their  own  convictions,  the  intimida- 


tion of  voters  through  implied  threats  of  social 
and  business  boycott,  the  appeal  to  the  emo- 
tions of  voters  instead  of  to  their  understand- 
ing, through  the  employment  of  women  and 
children  as  special  pleaders  for  the  cause,  are 
well  known. 

"The  attitude  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League  to- 
ward the  government,"  says  the  Atlantic 
Monthly,  April,  1916,  "is  more  clearly  revealed 
through  its  practice  under  prohibition.  Of  later 
years,  this  body  undertakes  not  only  to  secure 
sumptuary  legislation,  but  to  dictate  how  it 
shall  be  enforced.  West  Virginia  is  overrun  by 
deputies  armed  with  extraordinary  power  to 
interfere  with  personal  liberty,  as  illustrated  by 
their  searching  the  baggage  of  inoffensive  trav- 
elers. Merely  to  provide  the  pay  of  its  deputies 
has  become  a  notable  drain  upon  the  already 
meagre  state  treasury. 

"In  Tennessee  the  introduction  of  such  ele- 
ments into  the  governmental  machinery  of  the 
state,  and  their  maintenance,  self-evidently  de- 
noted a  control  of  offices  in  the  state  in  the  in- 
terest of  no  other  public  policy  than  that  of  pro- 
hibition; for  its  enforcement  has  become  the 
pivot  upon  which  the  whole  scheme  of  govern- 
ment revolves. 

"In  Southern  prohibition  states  it  appears  to 
be  allowable,  not  only  to  exact  public  pledges 
from  judges  and  prosecuting  officials  in  regard 
to  the  enforcement  of  prohibition  (as  to  other 
laws,  they  are  presumably  to  be  trusted),  but 
to  instruct  a  judge  in  open  court,  asking  him 
to  set  aside  any  doubt  that  may  be  attached  tc 
the  possible  guilt  of  the  defendant  and  demand 
that  the  full  penalty  of  the  law  shall  be  im- 
posed. 

"To  what  length  such  intimidation  of  the 
courts  may  be  carried  was  shown  in  Chat- 
tanooga, Tennessee.  The  local  Superintendent 
of  the  Anti-Saloon  League  served  notice  through 
the  public  press  that  at  a  given  time  he  and 
others  would  call  on  the  judge  of  the  criminal 
court  and  find  out  why  the  prohibitory  law 
was  not  enforced.  The  judge  permitted  the 
self-constituted  delegation  to  appear  before  the 
bench,  listened  meekly  to  the  harangue  against 
his  administration,  and  acceded  to  the  demand 
that  all  holders  of  Special  Federal  Tax  Certifi- 
cates should  be  summoned  before  the  open 
court.  The  court  surrendered  to  the  mob.  In 
the  end  the  tax  certificates  were  surrendered, 
not  to  the  court,  but  to  the  local  Superintendent 
of  the  Anti-Saloon  League!  And  the  farce  pro- 
ceeded while  a  large  audience  sat  amazed  at 
the  outrageous  spectacle.  Tennessee,  however, 
is  not  the  only  state  that  has  suffered  frequent 
degradation  of  her  criminal  courts  at  the  hands 
of  prohibitionists.  Coercive  tactics  against  the 
courts  have  been  employed  against  the  courts 
also  in  Georgia,  Alabama  and  North  Carolina. 
'Organized  enforcement'  is  the  polite  name  for 
this  species  of  intimidation." 


VOTE  "NU      on  A.ivi*iKiJL»J!iiriii  a  i"« — »«».  J,  "«i 
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What  can  prohibition  give  more  than  the  right  not  to  drink? 


The  Fifty  New  Prohibition  Vices 

By  GILBERT  K.  CHESTERTON 

Gilbert  K.  Chesterton,  English  moralist  and  humorist,  recently  delivered 
himself  in  an  entertaining  fashion  in  the  "Illustrated  London  News" 
regarding  that  social  meddling  which  results  in  Prohibition,  so-called. 


I AM  glad  to  see  that  the  protests  are 
beginning  to  rise  against  those  crazy 
exaggerations  of  the  philanthropists, 
who  are  always  wanting  us  to  sacri- 
fice the  natural  to  the  unnatural  and  the 
certain  to  the  possible.  Our  social  re- 
formers have  a  wonderful  way  of  manu- 
facturing fifty  fresh  vices  on  the  pretense 
of  suppressing  one.  For  instance,  there 
is  a  maze  of  immorality  that  spreads 
whenever  a  state  attempts  the  ridiculous 
experiment  called  Total  Prohibition. 

I  was  told  by  a  friend  who  had  trav- 
eled in  what  the  Americans  call  a  "dry 
state"  that  his  innocent  request  for  a  glass 
of  whiskey  in  a  hotel  had  been  answered 
by  radiant  and  animated  directions  as  to 
where  he  could  find  "the  hat  room."  His 
first  feeling  was  that  the  hat  room  was  the 
headquarters  of  the  Mad  Hatter,  who  evi- 
dently ran  the  hotel.  His  second  was  a 
dim  speculation  as  to  how  whiskey  tasted 
when  drunk  out  of  a  hat.  At  last  it  oc- 
curred to  him  that  "hat  room"  was  Amer- 
ican for  what  we  commonly  call  "cloak 
room";  but  even  then  he  could  not  imag- 
ine what  it  had  to  do  with  whiskey.  He 
soon  found  out;  for  everything  was  quite 
ready,  and  the  custom  was  clearly  in  full 
swing.  In  the  cloak  room  were  stored  a 
number  of  strapped  trunks  and  suit  cases 
labeled  in  the  names  of  various  fictitious 
American  citizens  and  crammed  with  bot- 
tles of  beer,  wine  or  spirits.  From  these 
he  was  handsomely  regaled;  and  the  trunk 
was  then  strapped  up  again,  so  that  if  the 
police  entered  that  temple  of  abstinence 
the  management  could  profess  ignorance 


of  the  contents  of  luggage  left  in  its 
charge. 

Now,  suppose  my  friend  had  drunk 
four  times  as  much  whiskey  as  he 
wanted  and  rolled  dead  drunk  down  the 
front  steps  of  the  hotel,  could  he  have 
fallen  lower  than  the  lowness  of  that  ex- 
quisite legal  fiction?  See  what  a  number 
of  new  sins  the  "dry  state"  succeeds  in 
creating  in  the  course  of  failing  to  cure 
that  of  drunkenness.  The  man  going  to 
the  hat  room  has  all  the  drunkenness  he 
wants,  with  the  following  additions:  (1) 
He  has  become  a  liar,  calling  things  by 
false  names  and  doing  one  thing  while 
pretending  to  do  another;  (2)  he  has  be- 
come a  rebel  and  a  bad  citizen,  intriguing 
against  the  law  of  his  country  and  the 
efficiency  of  its  public  service;  (3)  he  has 
become  a  coward,  shrinking  through  per- 
sonal fear  of  consequences  from  acts  of 
which  he  is  not  morally  ashamed;  (4) 
he  has  become  a  seducer  and  a  bad  ex- 
ample, bribing  other  men  to  soil  their 
own  simplicity  and  dignity;  (5)  he  has 
become  a  most  frightful  fool,  playing  a 
part  in  an  ignominious  antic  from  which 
his  mere  physical  self-respect  could 
hardly  recover;  (6)  he  has,  in  all  proba- 
bility, come  much  nearer  than  he  would 
in  any  other  way  to  having  a  craving  for 
alcohol.  For  anything  sought  with  such 
terrible  secrecy  and  pertinacity  has  a 
great  tendency  to  become  magnetic  and 
irresistible  in  itself;  a  sort  of  fetish. 

And  all  that  brought  about  in  order 
to  prevent  a  man  getting  a  glass  of  whis- 
key— which  he  gets  after  all.  People  who 
support  such  prohibitions  can  have  no 
care  for  human  morality  at  all. 


What  is  there  about  Kansas  that  California  should  envy? 


Thought  Provoking  Statistics 

A  canny  Scot  once  observed  that  "Statistics  are  like  Sausages — it  all 
depends  on  the  old  woman  who  makes  them,"  We  didn't  make  these 
statistics.  They  come  from  The  Statistical  Abstract  of  the  United  States, 
and  other  official  publications  which  are  more  interesting  than  they  look 


KANSAS,  instead  of  having  a  death  rate  of 
7.5  per  1000,  as  has  been  claimed,  has 
a  rate  of  10.60.  Twelve  registration 
cities  of  Kansas  have  a  rate  higher  than 
the  average  of  the  United  States.  Of  twenty- 
three  capital  cities  in  license  states,  SEVEN- 
TEEN have  a  lower  death  rate  than  Topeka. 
FOURTEEN  of  twenty-three  registration  states 
have  a  lower  homicide  record  than  Kansas. 
TWENTY-FOUR  states  have  a  LOWER  RATE 
OF  SUICIDE  than  has  the  registration  area  of 
Kaniaa. 

What  about  the  morals  of  the  boys  and  girls? 
U.  S.  Census  Bulletin  121  (1910)  shows  that 
NINETEEN  STATES  have  a  lower  rate  of  juve- 
nile delinquency  than  Kansas. 

If  Kansas  is  such  a  wonderful  state  why  did 
the  population  of  29  Kansas  counties  actually 
decrease  between  1910  and  1915?  May  be  the 
Prohibitionists  can  tell  you. 

LUCKY  KANSAS  CHILDREN! 
DON'T  GO  TO  SCHOOL! 
The  following   figures  show  the  school  ex- 
penditures in  two  states: 

Total  Per 
Expenditure.  Capita. 

California  "wet"   $23,978,621  $1,026 

Kansas  "dry"    11,158,256  659 

Is  Kansas  a  good  example  for  California  to 
follow? 

PROHIBITION    AND  PROSPERITY 

According  to  the  1915  report  of  the  United 
States  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  the  aver- 
age savings  of  each  depositor  in  the  savings 
banks  was  $444.  In  the  following  table  a  com- 
parison is  made  between  the  average  savings 
of  depositors  in  eight  states  which  have  been 
prohibition  for  a  number  of  years  and  eight 
states  which  have  been  under  license  and  regu- 
lation: 

Prohibition.  License  and  Regulation. 

Kansas   $211.00    California   $475.00 

Maine    '  "'   408.00    New  Hampshire  ....  472.00 

West  Virginia    181.00    Rhode  Island    556.00 

North  Carolina  ....    183.00    New  York    554.00 

Georqia    254.00    Nevada    723.00 

Mississippi    218.00    Michigan    339.00 

Tennessee  196  00  Maryland  381.00 
North  Dakota           140.00    Montana    361.00 


And  still  some  people  say  prosperity  follows 
prohibition.  If  it  does,  it  must  follow  at  a  very 
respectful  distance! 

THE  PEACEFULNESS  OF  PROHIBITION 

Police  records  show  that  Memphis,  Tenn.,  a 
prohibition  city  in  a  prohibition  state,  has  the 
unhappy  distinction  of  the  GREATEST  HOMI- 
CIDE RECORD  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES,  with 

an  annual  average  of  63  murders  to  the  100,000 
population.  Charleston,  South  Carolina,  which 
has  been  without  saloons  for  a  score  of  years, 
holds  second  place,  with  a  record  averaging  33 
murders  per  100,000  population  each  year. 
Third  place  goes  to  Savannah,  and  fourth  place 
to  Atlanta,  both  in  the  prohibition  state  of 
Georgia. 

Here  we  have  four  prohibition  cities  holding 
the  crime  record  for  the  United  States. 

Contrast  the  murder  record  of  these  prohibi- 
tion cities  with  some  of  the  large  license  cities, 
such  as  New  York,  with  6  murders,  San  Fran- 
cisco with  II,  Chicago  with  9,  or  Milwaukee 
(made  famous  by  her  breweries)  with  less  than 
3  homicides  per  100,000  of  population. 

CHURCHES  IN  POLITICS 

When  the  Anti-Saloon  League  goes  into  the 
churches,  the  members  go  out.  That  is  the  rec- 
ord, for  the  percentage  of  church  members  in 
prohibition  states  is  smaller  than  in  license 
states.  The  following  table  is  taken  from  the 
reports  of  the  United  States  census  and  shows 
a  percentage  of  church  members  in  three  pro- 
hibition states  and  three  license  states: 

Prohibition  States  License  States. 

Percent.  Percent. 

Kansas    28.4  California    31.1 

Maine    29.8  Massachusetts   51.3 

West  Virginia    28.0  Rhode  Island    54.0 

The  alliance  between  the  churches  and  the 
Anti-Saloon  League  is  a  mighty  fine  thing  for 
the  Anti-Saloon  League,  but  it  is  a  mighty  poor 
thing  for  the  churches. 


VOTE  "NO-  on  AMKJNDMKJNT  TWO — .NOV.  3,  1911,  Against  axate  wme  rtm.iu.uuu. 


A  vote  for  Prohibition  is  a  vote  for  unemployment 


The  New  Feminism  Runs  Amuck 

By  MARGARET  DELAND 

In  an  article  in  the  ATLANTIC  MONTHLY,  Margaret  Deland, 
the  famous  novelist,  takes  her  sisters  to  task  for  the  way  they  ally 
themselves  with  the  professional  agitator.     This  is  what  she  says: 


HOT  with  her  new  sense  of  social 
responsibility,  she  says  drunken- 
ness is  of  the  Devil;  and  the  ad- 
vocates of  high  license  are  pro- 
curers to  the  lords  of  Hell.  She  is  going 
to  shut  up  the  saloon — just  as  the  pres- 
sure of  her  influence  has  already  abolished 
the  canteen  in  the  army,  with  a  corre- 
sponding and  awful  increase  of  drunken- 
ness. The  education  of  self-restraint  has 
no  part  in  the  New  Woman's  scheme  of 
reform.  She  does  not  take  into  account 
the  slow  and  painful  process  of  evolution 
which  has,  in  a  hundred  years,  brought 
about  a  finer  temperance  than  our  fore- 
bears could  have  dreamed  of,  in  the  days 
when  it  was  gentlemanly  to  roll  under  the 
table  after  dinner.  Yet  think  what  it 
means  to  character  to  be  temperate, 
rather  than  to  be  carried  about,  whither 
one  would  not,  in  the  strait-jacket  of 
legally  enforced  total  abstinence! — to  say 
nothing  of  the  criminals  that  such  en- 
forcement would  inevitably  create  out  of 
decent  folk. 

"With  the  ballot  in  her  hand,  the  New 
Woman  would  make  laws  to  prevent 
drunkenness.  In  other  words,  she  seems 
to  confuse  a  purely  individual  issue  with 
a  social  issue.  She  would  bend  society 
to  the  needs  of  the  individual,  for  her 
conviction  of  the  necessity  of  legislative 
interference  springs  so  often  from  per- 
sonal experience.  Women  suffer  from  the 
curse  of  liquor  as  men  do  not.  The 
drunkard  suffers  in  his  own  person,  as  he 
deserves  to  do;  but  his  wife  or  mother 
suffers  because  he  suffers.  Stinging,  then, 
with  her  personal  misery,  the  New  Woman 


says,  'I  will  close  the  saloons  so  that 
temptation  shall  be  removed,' — with 
never  a  thought  for  the  education  it 
would  be  to  some  other  woman's  son  to 
learn  to  pass  that  saloon  without  going 
in;  still  less  does  she  reflect  upon  that 
nobler  education  of  moderation,  which 
means  the  sane  use  of  liquor.  Yet  which 
is  better — to  remove  temptation,  or  to 
teach  people  to  overcome  temptation? 
To  prevent  badness  is  to  prevent  good- 
ness, for  an  unwilled  action  has  no  moral 
significance.  And  certainly  the  highest 
righteousness  included  the  highest  power 
of  being  bad  if  you  want  to  be. 

"One  cannot  but  think  what  it  might 
mean  in  character  to  the  race  to  have  this 
passionate  and  noble  New  Woman,  who 
would  reform  things,  recognize  the  right 
of  the  individual  (where  society  is  not 
directly  menaced)  to  choose  between 
righteousness  and  baseness;  and  that  im- 
plies his  right  to  work  out  his  own  salva- 
tion, by  suffering,  yes,  and  by  sinning,  if 
it  is  necessary. 

"Ah,  but  regeneration  on  those  lines 
takes  so  long!  We  are  so  eager  to  make 
people  good  that  we  forget  that  the  con- 
sequences of  wrong-doing  —  suffering, 
pain,  failure,  and  even  death — may  be 
the  angels  of  God,  those  angels  who  are 
given  charge  over  us,  to  keep  us  in  all 
our  ways.  The  thousand  years  of  the 
Lord,  we  would  put  into  one  day!  One 
day — not  His. 

"Indeed,  the  New  Woman's  intemper- 
ate temperance  betrays  her  small  honor 
for  human  nature;  her  small  belief  in 
time,  but  her  very  large  confidence  in  her 
own  judgment." 


WOODROW  WILSON 

President  of  the  United  States. 

WILLIAM  H.  TAFT 

Former  President  of  the  United  States. 

SAMUEL  GOMPERS 

President  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor. 

CLARENCE  DARROW 

The  Labor  Leader. 

CHAS.  W.  ELIOT 

President  of  Harvard  University. 

HUGO  MUNSTERBERG 

Professor  of  Psychology  at  Harvard. 

CARDINAL  GIBBONS 

The  Eminent  Divine. 

ARTHUR  BRISBANE 

Editor  of  the  New  York  Journal. 

HENRY  WATTERSON 

Editor  of  the  Louisville  Journal. 

BRAND  WHITLOCK 

American  Minister  to  Belgium. 

ANDREW  D.  WHITE 

Former  Ambassador  to  Russia. 


Do  you 
respect  the 
opinions 
of  these 
men? 


All  these  men,  labor  leaders,  educators,  states- 
men— men  of  great  learning  and  large  experience 
in  world  affairs — have  declared  themselves  in 
favor  of  temperance  but  opposed  to  Prohibition. 


They  are  not  theorists,  fanatics  or 
faddists. 

No  one  can  say  that  they  have  been 
or  can  be  influenced. 

They  have  weighed  the  facts  care- 
fully before  coming  to  a  decision  on 
this  matter  and  all  have  decided 
against  Prohibition. 

Who  opposes  the  opinions  of  these 
eminent  men  and  declares  them  to  be 
wrong  ? 

first:  A  small  band  of  paid  re- 
formers. 

second:    A  number  of  professional 


politicians  who  advocate  Prohibition 
for  political  purposes. 

third:  Sincere  but  mistaken  peo- 
ple who  are  misled  by  the  promises 
and  statements  of  the  professional 
politicians  and  reformers. 

Which  deserves  the  greater  consid- 
eration— the  opinion  of  these  eminent 
men,  or  the  opinion  of  the  prohibi- 
tionist ? 

If  you  were  in  doubt  on  some  other 
great  public  question  would  you  take 
the  unanimous  advice  of  these  men 
or  the  advice  of  the  prohibitionists 
who  live  in  your  neighborhood t 


If  you  want  Information  regarding  any  special  phase  of  the  prohibition 
question  write  to  us  and  we  will  gladly  answer  your  questions. 

UNITED  CALIFORNIA  INDUSTRIES 

310-11  Humboldt  Bank  Building 
San  Francisco 


VOTE  "NO"  on  AMENDMENT  TWO — Nov.  3,  1914,  Against  State  Wide  Prohibition. 


Another  Million  People  for  California 


That's  what  we  want.  There  are 
many  thousand  acres  of  undeveloped 
farm  lands  in  California.  We  want 
Settlers. 

Do  you  suppose  a  man  will  come 
from  the  East  and  buy  a  farm  in  Cali- 
fornia if  its  record  is  similar  to  that  of 
Kansas,  a  prohibition  state?  Let's 
compare  them. 

In  1 0  years  the  rural  population  in 
California  increased  34.5%,  while 
Kansas  increased  only  7.3  . 

In  10  years  the  number  of  farms 
in  California  increased  21.6%,  while 
the  number  in  Kansas  increased  only 

2.7%. 

In  1 0  years  the  total  population  of 
California  increased  60. 1  % ,  while 
the  population  of  Kansas  increased 
only  15%.  California's  growth  was 
relatively  four  times  as  rapid  as  that 
of  Kansas. 

Between  1905  and  1915  Kansas 
gained  only  127,577  in  population 
— a  gain  not  equal  to  that  made  by 
the  single  city  of  Los  Angeles  during 
the  latter  five  years  of  that  period. 
During  the  same  period  the  popula- 
tion of  29  Kansas  counties  actually 
decreased. 

In  California  only  20%  of  the 
farms  are  occupied  by  tenants,  while 


in  Kansas  nearly  40%  of  the  farmers 
are  tenants. 

The  average  value  of  farm  prop- 
erty in  California  is  $18,308,  and  in 
Kansas  $11,467. 

In  Kansas  12  out  of  each  1,000 
have  deposits  in  savings  banks.  In 
California  the  depositors  number 
414  to  the  1,000.  The  average  de- 
posits in  Kansas  are  $211  and  in 
California  $475. 

Only  32.5%  of  the  farms  of  Cali- 
fornia are  mortgaged  while  in  Kan- 
sas 55.5' ,  are  mortgaged. 

In  fifteen  years  (1900  to  1915) 
California  invested  $30,852,800  in 
National  Banks,  and  Kansas  invested 
$5,515,000. 

The  income  tax  paid  by  Califor- 
nia Corporations  amounted  in  the 
last  fiscal  year  to  $1,609,974.  The 
income  tax  paid  by  individuals  dur- 
ing the  same  period  was  $1,266,727. 

The  income  tax  paid  by  Corpora- 
tions in  Kansas  was  $459,653.  The 
individual  income  tax  paid  in  Kansas 
was  $94,830.  California  paid  three 
times  the  amount  of  the  Corporation 
tax  paid  by  Kansas  and  THIRTEEN 
times  the  individual  income  tax  paid 
in  Kansas. 


What  Does  This  Mean  to  You? 


Just  this — that  the  percentage  of  farms  In 
Kansas  operated  by  tenants  has  Increased  in 
30  years  from  16.3' ;  to  nearly  40%. 
A  man  capable  of  accumulating  in  the  East 
enough  capital  to  buy  a  farm  will  not  invest 
it  In  a  state  that  deliberately  circumscribes 
its  vision,  cripples  its  efficiency  and  puts  a 
premium  on  hypocrisy  and  deceit  by  adopting 
state-wide  prohibition. 


And  to  Illustrate  how  much  more  efficient 
is  a  land  owner  than  a  tenant — In  the  same 
30  years  period  the  yield  of  corn  per  acre 
has  decreased  steadily  from  39.15  to  22.15 
bushels. 

That's  why  business  men  in  California  are 
taking  up  the  cudgels  to  retain  the  Local 
Option  System.  We  are  proud  of  California 
and  we  want  to  participate  In  her  continued 
prosperity. 


VOTE  NO  ON  AMENDMENTS  Nos.  1  and  2 

UNITED  CALIFORNIA  INDUSTRIES,  310  HUMBOLDT  BANK  BUILDING 

San  Francisco 


California  and  Maine 

COMPARED 

Maine  has  had  prohibition  for 
more  than  60  years 

California  always  a  License  State 

These  figures  aie  taken  from  the  U.  S.  Government  Census 
Bureau  and  are  the  very  latest  obtainable.  They  can  be  verified 
by  the  Director  of  the  Census  Bureau 

Government  Officials  have  counted  Church 
Members  in  Maine  and  California, 
and  the  percentage  is: 

Maine  _  29.8 

California  37.1 

Evidently  Prohibition  H.4S  NOT  Helped  the  Cause  of  Religion  in  Maine 

The  Government's  Mortality  Report  Shows  the  Following: 

Death  Rate  in  Maine    _  16.1 

"    "  California  13.9 

Evidently  Prohibition  DOES  NOT  Lengthen  Human  Life 

The  Census  Report  shows  that  during  ten  years  given  by  the 
latest  census,  the  increase  in  population  was  as  follows : 

Maine   -  6.9 

California  60.1 

Evidently  Prohibition  DOES  NOT  Stimulate  the  Groirth  of  Population 

The  Government's  Report  of  divorces  shows  that  in  the  latest 
five-year  period  recorded  by  the  Census  Officials  the 
percentage  of  divorces  for  drunkenness  was  as  follows: 

Maine   3.3 

California   2.2 

Evidently  Prohibition  DOES  NOT  Make  Husband*  Sober 
VOTE  "NO"  on  AMENDMENT  TWO — Nov.  3,  19U,  Against  State  Wide  Prohibition. 


Drastic  State -Wide  Prohibition  Amendment 

To  Be  Voted  on  November  3,  1914. 

Article  1,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  California,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
thereto  two  new  sections,  respectively,  Section  26  and  Section  27,  in  the  following  words: 

Section  26.  The  manufacture,  the  sale,  the  giving  away  or  the  transportation  from  one 
point  within  the  State  to  another  point  within  the  State,  of  intoxicating  liquor  is  pro- 
hibited, etc. 

Section  27.  The  transportation  into  the  State  of  intoxicating  liquor,  unless  it  be 
shown  to  be  for  medicinal,  scientific,  mechanical  or  sacramental  purposes,  is  prohibited,  etc. 

The  proposed  prohibition  amendment,  if  adopted  November  next,  becomes  effective 
five  days  after  the  date  of  the  official  declaration  of  the  vote  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 

In  other  words,  every  brewery,  winery,  wholesale  and  retail  liquor  store  will  be  closed, 
and  no  hotel,  cafe,  restaurant,  club,  society  or  association  will  be  permitted  to  serve  liquors 
of  any  kind  should  this  amendment  be  adopted. 

FACTS  AND  FIGURES 

Bead,  Remember,  and  ACT. 
Brewing  Industry. 

There  are  75  breweries  in  California,  representing  an  investment  in  round 


figures  of  $50,000,000 

Wages  paid  annually   $6,000,000 

Heads  of  families  employed  in  breweries   4,000 

Counting  five  to  a  family,  this  means  that   20,000 

persons  are  directly  dependent  upon  the  brewing  industry. 

Value  of  material  used  annually   $3,500,000 

Taxes  paid  to  U.  S.  annually  over  1,350,000 

Taxes  paid  to  State,  county  and  municipalities  over  1,000,000 


Machinery  used  in  brewing  industry  is  costly  and  could  not  be  used  for  other  purposes. 
Brewery  employees  are  mostly  skilled  laborers  commanding  high  wages.  They  could  not  at 
once  secure  employment  in  other  lines. 


Wine  Industry. 

Total  investment  in  viticulture  $150,000„000 

Total  wealth  produced  _   $20,000,000 

Total  acreage  in  grapes   320,000 

One-half  of  this  is  devoted  entirely  to  wine  grapes   160,000 

All  of  the  wine  grapes  are  used  at  wineries,  about  60  per  cent  of  the  table  grapes  have 
to  be  dumped  into  the  wineries  and  a  large  portion  of  the  raisin  grapes,  especially  the  sec- 
ond crop,  are  sold  to  wineries.    Hence  prohibition  strikes  at  the  entire  viticultural  industry. 

There  are  in  California  700  wineries 

Wealth  produced  by  wineries  $10,000,000 

Persons  employed  in  cultivation,  manufacture  and  distribution  15,000 

Heads  of  families  owning  vineyards  15,000 

Counting  five  persons  to  a  family,  this  means  that  approximately  the  number  of 

persons  directly  dependent  upon  the  wine  industry  for  a  living  is  150,000 

Therefore,  if  prohibition  prevails,  an  investment  of  $150,000,000  will  be  ruined,  nearly 


200,000  acres  of  grapes  will  be  denuded  and  the  means  of  livelihood  of  over  100,000  persons 
destroyed,  in  the  wine  industry  alone. 


Distribution  of  Liquors. 

16,000  persons  in  California  pay  Federal  liquor  licenses  amounting  annually  to....  $400,000 
There  are  about  5,000  restaurants  serving  liquors,  and  5,000  saloons. 

The  saloons  represent  an  investment  of  $10,000,000 

22,000  persons  derive  employment  from  saloons  and  112,000  persons  are  directly 
dependent  upon  saloons  for  a  living. 

Saloons  pay  the  Government  annually   $125,000 

They  pay  the  city  and  county   $3,000,000 


Conclusion. 

Prohibition  would  destroy  an  investment  of  $210,000,000  and  would  take  away  the 
means  of  livelihood  of  282,000  persons. 

Yet,  drinliing  of  liquors  would  go  on  just  as  it  has  in  other  States  where  prohibition 
has  been  adopted,  as  prohibition  aims  only  at  the  manufacture  and  distribution. 

West  Virginia  adopted  prohibition  in  1912  and  today  the  treasury  is  empty  and  the 
State  next  year  will  have  a  deficit  of  more  than  $1,200,000. 

Per  capita  consumption  of  liquors  has  increased  steadily  from  6.5  gallons  in  1860  to  22.5 
gallons  in  1913,  in  spite  of  prohibition  legislation.  Prohibition  therefore  does  not  decrease 
consumption,  but  destroys  capital,  demoralizes  labor,  and  increases  the  taxes  of  all. 

EEGISTEX  NOW! !    VOTE  "NO"  ON  THIS  AMENDMENT. 


VOTE  "NO"  on  AMENDMENT  TWO — Nov.  3,  1914,  Against  State  Wide  Prohibition. 
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